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Continued from No. 35, 
ing shall be so conducted, that the entire report of the preceed- 
ings and debates of each day shall, within three hours after 
the adjournment, be placed in the hands of the printer. The 
publication ef the report shall be committed to the publishers 
of such one of the daily papers as will engage, free from all 
charge—Ist. To publish the entire report in their daily papers; 
2d. To furnish proof slips thereof to any other paper in the 
Districtof Columbia; and, 3d. To furnish two copies of the re- 
port, for the use of each member of the Senate, by 9 o’clock on 
the ensuing moruing. 

Resolved, That a seat on the floor ofthe Senate shall be as- 
signed to the reporter actually on duty, by the President of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD said he did not know that it was 
necessary to say much on the resolution, as the 
subject was before the Senate at the last session, 
was debated, and then received the support ot a 
large number of Senators. It might be apparent 
to every one that it was exceedingly necessary and 
proper that the views which are entertained by 
such a body as the Senate in relation to the affairs 
of the country, and the policy proper to be purssed 
to best preserve the interests of the country, should 
be known; and it was apparent, from the meagre 
history of the debates at this session, that the views 
of the Senate were not known. Senators are often 
under the necessity of giving votes, which appear 
on the record, yet do not explain themselves. The 
resolution, it would be perceived, proposed to 
employ a corps of reporters, Eve in number. 
They would not all be present at the sametime, but 
a single one would be attendance ata time. That 
one would perform tbe service for thirty or forty 
minutes, and retire for the purpose of writing out 
the noies. It takes five times as long to write 
out the matter taken down in debate, as it does to 
take the notes. Therefore, it would be perceived 
that one of the five reporters would be always 
prepared to relieve the one on duty, whether the 
time he be on duty be tweniy or foriy minutes. 
Mr. B. said no material alteration would be te- 
quired in the arrangement of the chamber, (as was 
thought would be necessary when the subject was 
presented at the last session,) as but one reporter 
would be on duty atatime. He could occupy the 
seat now occupied by the assisiant door-keeper, 
where he would be enabled to hear distinetly every 
word uttered in any part of the hall. Therefore 
no extra expense was necessary ia making a dif- 
ferent arrangement of the hall. The only expesse 
that woulc be incurred would be $260 per week to 
pay the reporters. Tee plan could be tried this, 
session; and, if found not to give satisfaction, they 
could abandoa it atthe close. He had no doubt 
that the plan proposed, if tried, would be highly 
acceptable to the Senate and to the community. 
He proposed to modify the resolution, so as to re- 
quire that the publisher shall also send five copies 
of the debates to the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate. 

The resolution was modified accordingly. 

The question being on the adoption of the reso- 
lution— 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said he did not rise to 
debate the proposition. He was decidedly op- 
posed to it in all its forms, and asked that the vote 
be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. KING was in favor of the employment of 
acorps of reporters, in order that the proceedings 
might be fairly presented to the country; and if a 
plan, properly matured to attain that object, was 
presented, he would not be opposedto it. But he 
did not think the plaa now presented would re- 
sult to the satistaction of the Senate. He did not 
think the chairman had fixed upon one which 
would prove practicable. In the first place, five 
reporters are to be appointed by the Secretary, and 
there will be no one individual rexponsible—each 
one acting for himself. It wou'd be better for a 
principal reporter to be appointed, with the pri- 
vilege of employing four or five others to be under 
his supervision or management. The principal 
reporter should be an individual in whom we 
could have the greatest confidence. The object in 
having a corps of reporters would be to make 
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the debates public; and if no printer would under- 
take the publication as was proposed in the reso- 
lution, the whole object would be defeated. 

Mr. BAYARD would remark, in the first place, 
in reply to the Senator from Alabama, [Mr Kina,] 
that there would be no want of responsibility on 
the part of the corps, because it was contemplated 
to have a principal reporter, whose business it 
would be to overlook the others. This was of 
course a matter of detail. He had no doubt the 
Secretary, upon whom would devolve the duty of 
appointing the reporters, would take care that the 
whole matter would be properly conducted. It 
might be thathe would employ the principal re- 
porter, (and give the power to such reporter to em- 
ploy the remainder,) who would be responsible to 
him fur the conduct of hisemployees. It would be, 
at any rate, an office of a day; andif such as were 
employed should not prove competent, or should 
not give satisfaction, they could be discharged on 
the instant. The Secretary would be responsible 
for those he would employ, and would, no doubt, 
employ an efficient corps. With regard to the 
other matier—the publication of the debates—he 
would only say that the committee would not have 
ventured to report favorably on the plan, without 
first ascertaining the fact that the printers would be 
willing to publish the debates. They had made in- 
quiry; and it was on the pap propo:ed by the 
editors of the Globe that the commitiee had based 
their report. After considering the plan of these 
editors, the committee had come to the conclusion 
that it was the best mode that could be adopted. 
The expenses which would be incurred by putting 
it into operation would not exceed ihe saving which 
had been made this session in the contingent fund. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said he would modify 
his motion. By way of atest vote, he would move 
to lay the resolution on the table; and on that me- 
tion demanded the yeas and nays. The yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he would vote for the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table—not be- 
cause he was opposed to the resolution, but because 
it was his cesire to proceed to the consideration of 
the orders of the day. 

Mr. KING hoped the resolution would be pass- 
ed by informally. Mr. K. said he should vote to 
lay iton the table—not because he was cpposed to 
the reso!ution, but because it wanted modification. 
The question was, however, taken; and the resolu- 
tion was laid on the table, on yeas and nays, by 
the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Benton, Ba- 
chanan, Calhoun, Clayton, Crafts, Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, 
Huntington, King, McRoberts, Miller, Morehead, Sevier, Smith 
of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Sturgeon, ‘Tail- 


madge, Tappan, White, Wilcox, Woodbridge, Woodbury, 
Wright. and Young—3v 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bayard, Berrien, Crittenden, Evans, 
Henderson, Linu, Mangum, Preston, and Rives—10. 


On motion, the Senate then proceeded to consid- 
er, as in committee of the whole, 


THE APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


The question pending, was the amendment of the 
Judiciary Committee, proposing to strike from the 
second section the words in brackets, and to insert 
the words in italies, viz: 


Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That, in every case 
when aState is entitled to more than one Represe:itative, [the 
number to which each sta‘e shall be entitled under this appor- 
tionment shall be elected by districts, camposed of contiguous 
territory, equal in number to the number of Representatives to 
which said State may be entitled—no one district electing more 
than one Representative,] und theelection in such State shall, 
under the luws thereof, be made by districts, such districte 
shall be composed of contiguous territory, and each shall con- 
tain a representative population equal tothe number which, 
by the erisiing ratio, shall be required for one member, as 
nearly as ay be; and no one district shall elect more than 
one meniber 


Mr. HENDERSON remarked that, so far as the 
question at issue affected Mississippi, he felt little 
solicitude about the clause in the bill; nor had he 
any on any otheraccount. The proposed measure 
rendering the system of electing Representatives for 
the other House uniform, involved a question of 
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power in the hands of the Federal Government 
over the States, which had engaged the attention 
of the people of the United States ever since the 
beginning of this Government. It had excited an 
earlier interest than any which existed at the date 
of the journals read yesterley. What he proposed 
to show, was, that this bill did not go farther than 
was contemplated by the framers of the Constitution. 
It had been said, that, in the amendment proposed 
by the Judiciary Committee, nothing but the ex- 
press power of the Constitution would be carried 
out. There were only very few States in the 
Union which, however, could now be affected by 
the original clause, without the amendment; as he 
believed there were not more than three or four 
States which had not adopied the district system by 
their own action. 

He referred to the record of debates in the 
Federa! Convention to frame the Constitution, 
with a view of showing that General Pinck- 
ney considered the report of the committee con- 
templated nothing else but the exercise of the 
entire control, should Congress see fit to make 
use of it; and the object of Mr. Pinckney’s amend- 
ment was to modify the proposit on so that the 
States should have the regulation of time, mauner, 
and place of electing Representatives, should they 
think proper to exercise it. This was voted down; 
and General Pinckney then proposed that the next 
branch should be elected by the people in the man- 
ner in which the Legislatures shall direct. Had 
this been adopted, it would have met the ideas of 
those who now oppose this bill. But the proposi- 
tion was not adopted; and at a subsequent Sage 
of the debate, the clause, as it now exists in the 
Constituiion, was agreed to. 

He referred to the arguments brought forward 
yesterday by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Wricut,] as to the “manner” of holding elections. 
He admiited that the Senator had used some of his 
arguments hypothetically. Now, he drew from 
these arguments a deduction the very reverse of 
that drawa by the Senator from New York. The 
Senator assumed that, if the clause in the Constitu- 
tion relative to the times, manner, and place of 
holding elections, does not expressly reach to the 
distrieting of the States, any omission is an Omis- 
sion in favor of the States. His (Mr. H.’s) infer- 
ence was the reverse; for, as the Constitution, in 
this respect, referred to the organization of the offi- 
cers of the Federal Government, whatever omis- 
sions were made were reserved to the Constituiion 
itself. This view of the case he argued at consid- 
erable length. 

He admitted that there was another argument, 
which was apparently of more weight. It was, 
that no matter what regulations the States might 
ma'e in relation to the times, manner, and place 
of electing members of Congress for the Federal 
Lerislature, Congress had the power reserved to 
it by the Constitution of altering those reguiations; 
and that this power to aller was tantamount to the 
power of making a law regulating either the times, 
place, or manner. 

This argument, however indefinite in appearance, 
was reducible to a very clear and sclf-evident 
elucidation. It was merely that Congress—should 
any occasion present itself, in which experience 
would have shown that it was necessary io alter 
any one of the regulations made by the States in 
there particulars of times, manner, and place— 
might exercise that power, forbearing to exercise it 
in regard to others. TheSenator from New York 
had, however, asked what would be the conse- 
quence of a State now having the district system 
established, changing its regulation to the general- 
ticket system, and electing its members of Con- 
gress thereby, instead of inthe manner prescribed by 
this bill; and woald Congress refuse the members 
thus elected their seats in the other House? His 
answer to this was, that if such a case occurred, 
the position would be this: the law of Congress re-~ 
quires that each member of the House of Rep- 
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Tesentaives shall be the Representative of a dis- 
irict. If a person presents himself to be sworn in as 
a member, and, when asked what district does he 
represent, replies that he represents a Staie, and not 
a district; be should be told he could not be 
received, because the law says he shal! represent a 
distriet, and his credentials in any other capacity 
do not ent.tle him to a seat. 

He contended that eny power to be exercised by 
the Constitution, was to be exercised so as to act 
equaliy, and produce uniformity. It could not, 
therefore, be maintained that Congress should pa-s 
a law which was to be imperative on some States 
and inoperative in others; for this reason, he disap- 
pioved of the committee’s amendment, 

As to the illustrations produced yesterday by the 
Senator trom New York, from the reports of con- 
veniious of several States convened to ratify the 
Consutution, he (Mr. H.) contended that, so mat- 
ter what was the opinion they chose to entertain, 
they did ratify the Constitution, and they were 
bound to abide by it. 

He next entered into a general review of the ar- 
guracnots in favor of the general-ticket system, and 
proceeded at considerable length to refute them; 
contending that expediency, republican principle, 
and securily of popular rights, were all in favor of 
the disirict system, in preference to the general- 
ticket system. 

He denied the position taken by the Senatcr 
from New York, that four or six large States could 
successfully control the rest of the Siates; because 
there was a check in the Senate, where the small 
Siates had a majority of representatives. But, in- 
dependent of that consideration, there was a com- 
monity of popuiar feeling and interest between the 
large and ihe small Siates. If the objection was worth 
any thing at all, it was more potent against the 
general ticket system than against the district sys- 
iem., This he maintained, by supposing many cases 
in which the same patty could carry a majority in 
several States, depriving the minoiity in those 
States of any voice at all. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that the immediate 
ques'ion Was not one necessary to the appcrticn- 
Hient atall; and he suggested the propriety, for that 
reason alons, of striking out the whole clause. 
Fer, whether constitutional or not, or whether ex- 
pedient or not, was a question which could be 
made amaitter of subsequent discussion; and, to 
give time for deliberation, and to let it stand on its 
owr merits, it would be best to intredace the meas- 
ure in aseparate bil. Mr. W. here explained the 
undersianding of the Convention as tothe introduc- 
tion of ihe clause into the Constitution. Tae com- 
munity at once took the alarm at the probabie con- 
sequences of such an exercise of power by Con- 
ercss; and to allay this alarm, the Federalist took 
the broad grovad that this clause was necessary for 
the seli-preservation of the Goverament, and was 
adopted for that purpose; but it was not intended 
that the General Government should exercise the 
power, unless the States refused to make the regu- 
lations, or were incapacitated by circumstances 
from doing it, or exercised it so as to destroy the 
repres‘ntative principle. He read passages from 
the Federalist to show this. The true understand 
ing thea was, that Congress could, constitutionally, 
only act when the States did not or could not aci; 
or acted fraudulently as to representation itself. 
This bill gocs upon the presumption that the States 
are either negligent, incapable, or refractory. 

Sappose, then, a State refuses to district as you 
dicta'e, and CG ngress issues its mandamus: it will 
be blown sky-high by the State to which it is ad- 
dressed. You do not send your army into any but 
the smallest States, like Rhode Island, to coerce 
(bem io respect to their own affairs. Would you 
dare to dragoon in that way Virginia or Ohio? He 
contended that the power to alter could not consti- 
tutiovally be exercised by Congress, unless to cor- 
recta case in which the popular right of election 
had been impeded or violated. He could not see 
a right to alter, on any principle, different from the 
power to make. He did not regard sovereiga 
States as trained soldiers, to be dressed in a uni- 
form livery as to every thing, and capable of being 
eailed up by Congress, as by an order of drill-ser- 
geanis, to review them and clip all their dress to 
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exercise their own macuinery in electing ibeir Ren- 
resettatives; and when they have sent them 
not tur Congress to inquire Whether lhe ma- 
chinery by which they were elected was uniform 
and alike in all its construction, or not. He con- 
tended that the power of Congress to regulate, 
could not be exercised in any way but in a parucu- 
lar case of special and extraordinary wrong; but 
that case mignt exte.d to one, iwe, or three States, 
and should be charged then specifically on each. 

As to the * manner” of carrying on elections, he 
considered the argumen’s of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi foreible; but he (Mr. W.) coniended that 
particuiar cases ol grievance must occur before 
Congress could inter.ere; and thea only particu- 
larly, in reference to the grievance; and nol gen- 
erally, as to general principles, and contining legis- 
lation only io such principles. 

He next referred to the technical meaning of the 
word alier; which was, to change partialiy, or in 
part. When we alier a house, we do not erecta 
new house; so, when you alter a law, you can only 
correct it in certain particulars; and then you carry 
out the correction in full into details. 

This Government, during fifty years of its con- 
tinuance, had gone thiough periods of war and 
peace, and depression and prosperity, without 
any proposition to alier the State systems in elec- 
tions, and make thischange. What extraordinary 
event had happened, or existed, that rendered it 
more necessary now, than at any time during the 
last half century, to rake up this slumbering pow- 
er—if the power existed at all, to the extent im- 
plied? Was it not the true poiicy, that Congress 
should, if aitering at ail, carry through its altera- 
tion. He believed it could not order the Siates to 
perfect a change, bat must itself perfect it. Con- 
gress had the power, or it had not. If the former, 
then it must complete or finish the alteration in its 
details. The deeisive proof of this is, that if a 
State omitted to make any law to elect Represent. 
atives—as Rhode Island did under the old Con‘ed- 
eration, and which ledto this clause in the bill— 
Congress must, of course, if making a regulation 
for her, make the districts and details. So, if she 
allers avy exisiing State law or State system, sh 
ought and must alter the details, and make the dis- 
trict or districts she wishes, and as she wishes. The 
power extends to the who!e, or does not exist at all; 
and must be exercised as to the whole, or it will be 
neglected or disobeyed; a 
obey your mandates, or finish your own work and 
duty. Each Government must be efficient and per- 
fect in itssphere,. Thas, every revising body cana, 
and should, go no further than the exigency re- 
quires; but, as far as it goes, should finish its own 
decrees, Otherwise, the General Government is 
dependent on the States, as well as the latter being 
in other respects tributary to the General Govern. 
ment. 

How indelicate and offensive for us, without any 
extraordinary or new emergency, and no special 
default or malfeasance in any one State, to thrust 
in our officions legislation; and this, under circum- 
stances where none—even the fathers who made 
the Constitution—-neither soon after, nor since, for 
fifty years, have deemed it competent or wise thus 
to overshaduw S.ate power, Siate policy, and S aie 
rights. 

Congress could not interfere, unless in great 
exigencies; and those exigencies as high to justify 
altering as making regulations. 

He could conceive but one reason for interfer- 
ence, and that would be for the preservation of the 
Government or the represeniative principle. But 
no such case occurred now; for the Government is 
going on as tranquilly as ever in elections, and 
without any new necessity for the exercise of any 
such power as that which must be exercised if the 
clause in this bill be adopted, even as proposed to be 
amended. 

He pointed out that the committee’s amendment 
would not correct any extraordinary evil, nor ef: 
fect any object but one hostile, in his opinion, to 
the spirit of the Constitution, as well as the wisest 
expediency. 

Mr. McROBERTS was opposed to the second 
section of this bill, because he considered it a vio- 
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jJation of the Constitution of the United States. 
The Constitation vests in the two Houses of Con- 
egress the legislation of the United States, subject to 
the approval of the Executive. Bat there was no 
power vested by ihe Constitution in Congress to 
exercise any legislative control over the Legisla- 
tures of the several States. 

He referred to several analogous cases decided 
by the Supreme Court—‘or instance, with regard to 
the exercise of legislative power by Congress to 
confer jurisdiction on a State court or State magis- 
traie; and he contended that, if Conzress cannot do 
this, it cannot confer any jurisdiction or power on 
State Legislatures. f 

He ins'sted that even Mr. Hamilton, with all his 
aptitude to look with favor on the exercise of 
power, never went beyond the asst mption that it 
was only incase of negicet, in rapaciy, Or ihe refusal 
of the Staies to act, that Congress could act in 
reference to the time, manner, or place of electing 
Representatives. 

If Congress now exercises this power, where will 
itend? What will become of the boasted sover- 
eignty of the States? 

Mr. WILCOX objecied to the clause under dis- 
cussioa, On the grounds of unconsiitutionality. He 
also objected on the ground of the inexpediency of 
interfering with the Siatezs without any direct 
necessity. He had a further objection; it was, that 
if this bill were passed wi'h such a clause, it would 
be an incentive to such States as it would profess 
to exercise control over, to resist its execution; and 
it would thus lead to a collision with the General 
Government, without any means, on the part of the 
latter, to maintain its own iaw. He did not see 
any necessity or propriety for this interference. 
He thought it was an unconstitutional exercise of 
power, and he should vote to strike out the section 
when that question came up. 

Mr. TALLMADGE observed, that in reference 
to the remarks of his colleague [Mr. Wricnr] yes- 
terday, about the difficuities which would arise in 
al attempts to adjust districts in the State of New 
York, be thought his colieague had imagined what 
would not oecur. He had been Icoking over the 
census returns ofthe counties in that State, and he 
certainly discovered that this adjustment could not 
be made wiihout dividing counties. But he was 
noi aware of any serious impediment, in practice, to 
the division of counties: ii was a thing which hith- 
erto had been practised in the State upon particular 
occasions. He enumerated some insiances in which 
counties had been so divided without any incon- 
venience. And as to the gerrymandering com- 
plained of, with regard to the city of New York, he 
conceived that would be carried on whether the 
city was districted or not, unless there was some 
general law to prevent the practice. 

Believing that there was no constitutional donbt 
of the power of Congress over the matter, and be- 
lieving that the plan proposed would create uni- 
formity and best secure popular rights, he would 
vote in support of the clause under discussion. 

Mr. MERRICK observed that the people of Ma- 
rylaud were very much in favor of the district sys- 
tem, but were opposed to any arrangement which 
would oblige them to divide their districts: they 
wished (o reiain the right of regulating their own 
districts them He would theretore vote 
avainst the Judiciary Committee’s amendment, but 
would vote in favor of the original clause. 

Mr. RIVES observed that, although he consid- 
ered the letter of the Constitution was conclusive 
that Congress possessed this power, it did not seem 
io him that the case existed which callel for its ex- 
ercise. Though the power given by the Constitu- 
ition was understood to extend to other cases than 
those of specific failure or .efusal, yet the States, 
in ratifying the Constitution, expressly stated their 
understanding that the power should not be exer- 
cised except in cases of failure or refusal; it ap- 
peared to him that it would now, with a full know- 
ledge of this understanding, b? a breach of good 
faith to exercise the power when no such €ase of 
failure or refusal exists. 

‘Khe wantof uniformity which is now complained 
of, has existed from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment down to the present day. He enumerated 
many States which had changed from the general- 
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ticket system to the district sysiem; and asserted 
that the number at present practising the general: 
ticket system did not exceed five or six. This was 
a less, instead of a greater number than hitherto; 
and therefore he could not see what there was to 
jasiify the exercise of a power now, which was 
looked upon with great jealousy when it was given, 
and which, it was understood, was not to be exer- 
cised but in the last extremity. 

It is a power of the most insidious and dangerous 
tendency. Tais being the character of the power— 
an obtrusive power to regulaie the domestic ar- 
rangemenis of the States—he would ask, was it 
proper, was it desirabie, was it safe, for Congress 
to obtrude its obnoxious powers? 

He could find no analogy for such an exercise of 
the double ;ower of legislation, but in the action of 
Great Britain in i's interierence with the colonial 
legislation of this country at the time of the Revo- 
lution; and what was the consequence? It was the 
dismemberment and breaking up of the grea‘est 
power on earth. What did Edmund Burke say? 
He said the legal existence of a power may survive 
safe only in a dormant staie; but it may be danger 
ous and destruciive to it and to other associate pow- 
to exercise it. 

He deprecated the exercise of such a power 
now, or on an occasion short of one imperiously 
necessary; particularly of such a dangerous aud 
obstrusive power as this. All the conventions 
which had discussed the subject, had coccarred in 
the danger of this insidious power; and it was only 
under the strongest assurances that this power was 
not to be exercised unless in cases of high politi- 
cal necessity, that they could be induced to ratify 
the Constitution. No such necessity now exists. 
To exercise the power, then, without such necessity, 
would be a gross violation of good faith. 

He abhorred the general-ticket system as much as 
any gentleman; but he believei theie might be 
cases in which it would be more convenient for 
small States than any other. But he fully believed 
that the popular feeling throughout the country 
would settle down, if let alone by Congress, in favor 
of the district system. 

Exercise this power now, and what is to prevent 
the next Congress from reversing the system, and 
using the same power to compel the Siates to carry 
out the general-ticket system uniformly? In the 
revolutions of parties, it was not an improbable 
event that another and different party might have 
the control of legislation here when the next Con- 
gress meets. If relentless, heartless, party organiza- 
tion should prevail, it might naturally lead to the 
control of the elemen's of its own preservation, 
by the adoption of the general-ticket system. 

He would say to Senators, that when voting for 
the exercise of this power, they were voting for a 
bloody instruction—voting for the fiiling up of the 
peisoned chalice which was to be returned to their 
own lips to quaff. 

His conviction was, that if the States were let 
alone, no case vould occur for the necess'ty of in 
terfercnce. It was the only way to avert the hearl- 
tess and despotic organization of party power. 
He would vot t the amendment, and then 
against the oriviaal section. 

Mr. MERRICK observed, that different minds 
came to different coac'usions. Tne Senator con- 
ceives ihat ihe exercise of this power wil! lead 
to the universal adoption of the general-ticket sys- 
tem. He(Mr. M.) conceived that the non-exer- 
cise of the power would lead to that result. This 
was the time to adopt the district system, while 
Congress had the power to doit. If it was done 
now, it might be considered permanent, as the pop- 
ular feeling was already strongly in us favor, and 
would be confirmed in it when made general. 

Mr. R!VES said his honorable fiiend had reas- 
oned as if the district system would be irrevocable 
if now settled. Butcould the Senate be blind to the 
fact, that if the district system is carried now, it 
will be by a party vote; and that if another and a 
different pariy be in power next Congress, they will 
revoke this system, and adopt its opposite? What 
State or what portion of thecommunity had com- 
plained of the liberty now enjoyed by the States, to 
choose what system they please? The great evi- 
was, that the legislation of the General Govern- 
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ment would be exercised by the cold, heartless pol- 
icy of closely organized dominant parties, from the 
intrigues of which nothing short of the destruction 
of our institutions could result. The party now in 
power sets the example of using a dangerous, dor- 
mant power for party purposes; and the next party 
in power wil! follow it to their own advantage. 

Mr. MERRICK did not say the district system 
would be irrevocable; but that there was no danger 
of its being revoked, because it wag a system moral- 
ly fixed in the hearts of the people, and it would be 
permanently fixed if once adopted by Congress. 
Now was the time for Congress to act, to secure this 
result. 

Mr. RIVES had said that, as long as the subject 
was left to the States themselves, popular sympa- 
thy would go with the State Legislatures; but, once 
the dictation is taken by party organization, popu- 
lar sympathy will be aroused against the usurpa- 
tion, and the consequence will be, that they will re- 
padiate what they would otherwise approve; be- 
cause they will feel sensitively the danger and in- 
delicacy of their State Legislatures succumbing to 
a great cen'ral consolidated party organization in 
the Fed: ral Government. 

Mr. ALLEN addressed the Senate at considera- 
ble Jength in opposition to the whole section. 

The question being on the amendment of the 
Jadiciary Committee, inserted above— 

Mr. EVANS demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being put, 
the amendment was rejscted by yeas 4, nays 40, 
as fellows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Berrien, Buchanan, Linn, and Wright—+. 

NAYS—Meossrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Benton, Calhoun, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Cuth- 
bert, Evans, Fulton, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, King, Mc- 
Roberts, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Preston, 
Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indt- 
ana, Sprague, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, White, 
Wilcox, Woodbridge, Woodbury, and Young—40. 


Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the second sec- 
tion, (as inserted above,) by striking out the 
words “‘no one district electing more than one 
Representative,” and by inserting the words ‘“‘as 
far as that can be done in conformity wiih the 
established election systems of the States; but no 
State shall, by virtue of the provisions of this sec- 
tion, consider itself called upon to divide counties, 
or other election districts, for the purpose of fur- 
nishing siogle districts.” 

Mr. WRIGHT said he desired, by this amend- 
ment, ‘o bring ‘he question home on the journal, 
whether it is the disposition of Congress to compel 
the Statcs—because, in the debate of yesterday, it 
was denied by the Senator from Connecticut, [ Mr. 
Huntinaton | and o-hers, that the Legislatures of 
the States were to be commanded by this legisia- 
tion of ours. He desired to know whether the 
design of Congress was, that the States should be 
represented in such manner as was prescribed by 
their own act, or not be represenied at all. 

[Ile called upon any Senator to rive ia his place 
and say whether, it the States did not act to carry 
cut the design of Congress, their Representatives 
The Senator from Mississ 


ppl 
{Mr. Henperson] declared to day such 


Was the 
design, that the Representatives shouid not be ad- 
mitted, unless elected conformably to this ect. He 
desired to test this point now. ‘The last thing he 
would do would be to bring his own State in col- 
lision with Congress. But if you undertake to order 
the State of New York as to the manner in which she 
shallelect her Representalives—if you attempi lo ex- 
ert the power over her Jegislation—he did not stand 
there tosay that she would not permit you to do it. 
He did not say that she would permit you to do it; 
and, for his life, he would not say such a thing. 


‘Mr. W. continued his remarks to a late hour, ex- 


planatory of the amendment, and in pointing out 
the odiousness of the principles of the second sec- 
tion of the bill, and the embarrassments and dan- 
gers which would arise if an attempt was made to 
execute il. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN obtained the floor, but 
gave way lo 

Mr. WALKER, on whose motion the appor- 
tionment bill was passed over informally; and 
several bills from the House, on the President’s 
table, were read twice, and appropriately referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the acting Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, accompanied by docu- 
ments in relation to the conduct of N. P. Taylor, 
register of the land office at St. Louis, and former 
clerk in the General Land Office, communicated in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 1, 1842. 

Mr. CLIFFORD rose to a question respecting 
the correetness of the journal. At the close of 
yesterday’s session, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means offered the following as an 
addition to the 123d rule : 

“Tishail be in order for any member in Committee of the 
Whole to move that the vole on the pending question under 
consideration be then taken; and the vote on such motion shall 
be taken without debate; and, if carried, the vote shall be im- 
mediately taken without further debate on the pending question 


before the committee.” 

Atthe time this amendment was offered, there 
were objections made from various parts of the 
House; he (Mr. CuirrorD) particularly stated his 
objection; and being so objected to, it had come 
improperly on the journal. 

Mr. BOWNE remarked, that at the time the 
notice was given by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Fittmorg,] a motion to acjourn was 
pending; and he objected on tha! account. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he was not solicitous 
about the notice he gave, one way or the other; if 
the House thought proper to sinke it from the 
journal, he had not a word tosay. The House, 
however, would recolleci that it was objected to by 
the gen‘leman from Indiana [Mr. Prorrit] while 
he was on the floor. 

Mr. CLIFFORD reiterated that it was objected 
to on ail sides of the House. 

The journal was then corrected by the erasure 
of the notice given by Mr. Fittmore. 


PORTRAIT OF COLUMBUS. 


The SPEAKER presented to the House the fol- 
lowing communication: 


CHARLESTON, May 24, 1842. 
To the ITon. Speaker of the House of Represenialives : 

Sir: Thave the honor to solicit youi acceptance, on behalf of 
Congress, of the accompanying portrait, representing the great 
discoverer of our hemisphere—the immortal Columbus; none 
of whose likenesses hitherto extant can be regarded as au- 
thentic. 

While in charge of our legation at Madrid, it was my good 
fortune, after many fruitless searches in quest of the genuine 
likeness, to fall in with that of which Inow presentthe copy, 


executed for me by Senor Madrazo, director of the Royal 
Museum in that capital. 


The certificate annexed te the portrait of Don Fernandez 
de Navarette will, no doubt, appear conclusive as to its su- 
periority over other likenesses, to all aware (and ali who 
know him are so) as well of his hich cense of honor, as of hia 
unrivalled acquaintance with the history, private and public, of 


all the greatdiscoverers. Andaif, after referring to his testimo- 


ia painting he regarded worthy your acceptance, my sat- 


ne in will be shared by every true American, in seeing it 
placed, as it ought to be, among the effigies of the fathers of 
cur great Republic. 
Lhave the henorto be. sir, 
With the greatest respect, 


Your obedient servant, 
ARTHUR MIDDLETON. 

Mr. EVERETT and Mr. HOLMES rose simul- 
tanecusty. 

Mr. EVERETT moved the reference of this 
communication to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HOLMES submitted a resolution of accept- 
ance of the portrait; that it be placed in the library 
of Congress; and that the thanks of the House be 
re‘urned to the donor. , 

Mr. EVERETT reiterated that it was proper 
that the communication should be referred to the 
Committee on the Library before the House took 
any final action on the subject. 

It was so referred accordingly. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia submitted the follow- 
ing resolution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, charged by 
the order of this House with the investigation of frauds alleged. 
to have been committed in Arkansas, or elsewhere, upon the 


Cherokee, Chickasaw, or other Indians, have power to send for 
persons and papers. 


Mr. GWIWN calied up the special order, teing a 
bill to amend an act entitled “An act to carry in'o 
effect, in the States of Alabama and Mississippi, 
the existing compacts with those States with regard 
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to the five pe cent. fund and the school r 
tions.” 

Mr. Gwin explained the bill as being intended to 
remedy the defects of the act of 1836, author zing 
the Governorof Miss isippl, instead of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to select the school lands allotted 
by the bill to that portion of the State of Missis- 
sippi comprised in the Chickasaw cessien. It fur- 
ther authorized the selection to be made cut of any 
lands remai:ing unsold within either of the land 
districts contiguous to the lands ceded by the Chick- 
asaw Indian Hie hoped the bill mi obt be per- 
mitted to ap without objection, as it was an ¢ b \Vi- 
ous act of justice to that portion of the peop le of 
Mississippi who occupy the lands ceded by the 
Chickasaws. Without some member objected to 
ihe passage of the bill, he would not detain the 
Honse by any remarks in us favor. 

Mr. HOPKINS objected to its passage, because 
it authorized the selections to be made out of lands 
that had not been offered at public sale. He never 
would agree to the passage of the bill with that 
feature in it, 

Mr. GWIN hoped the House would indulge him 
in making a brief explanation as to the objection 
raised to the bil by the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Horpxins] An omission or oversight in the 
Chickasaw treaty had deprived a portion of the 
Siate of Mississippi, containing fifiy thousand in- 
habitants, of school lands, ora school fund. This 
act was intended to remedy that oversight. It was 
the only portion, he believed, of any new Siate, 
that was not secured in the thirty-sixth part of all 
the lands within their borders, as a school fund. 
Certainly it was the only portion of the State of 
Mississippi. If these lands are to be selected out 
of those that have been offered at public sale in 
the two adjacent land districts, it would be impossi- 
ble to get land worth one-fourth as much as those 
lost to the State by this omission in the treaty. In 
iact, the State had refused to take lands thus situ- 
ated, under the law this is intended to amend, 
passed six years ago;and it would be a flagrant act 
of injustice to deny her a selection in the two or 
three muliions of acres unsold in the Chocchuma 
and Cvlumbus land districts, when rightfully she 
was entitled to an average selection out of seven mil- 
lions of acres, the amount contained in the Chicka- 
cession. If limited to the waste lands in tho-e 
districts, it would be a mockery of justice, especial- 
'y after passage of the various pre-emption 
laws, allowing selections out of the Jands not offer- 
ed at public sale, and the grant made to the State 
at the extra session, of half a million of acres to be 
selected from any lands remaining unsold within 
ils berders. These laws would cause all the public 
lands to be culled, to an extent that he feared not 
enough of an average good quality would remain 
io do justice to the citizens in the Chickasaw ces- 
sion under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS reiterated his objections. He 
feared it might be ciied as a precedent hereafter, 
although it might be just to pass the bill in this in- 
siance. 

Several members called for the 
bill. After it was read, 

Mr. FESSENDEN asked if it bad been reported 
by a commiiiee. 

Mr. GWIN observed that it had been ea 
from the Committee on Public Lands by his col- 
league, [Mr. Tuomeson,] one of the committee, 
who, from severe indisposition, was unabie to at- 
tend the Honse this morning 





aw 
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reading of the 


Mr: reiterated his anxious desire for the 
passage of the bill, as it was one of great impor- 


lance to his constituents; and he hoped no member 
would vote against the bill from wrong impressions 
that it gran'ed to the State what she was not en- 
titled to: such was not the fact. The Governor 
was limited in its selection to the adjacent land 
districts to the Chickasaw cession; and he had va- 
rious documents from the General Land Office 
showimg that it would be difficult to get lands equal 
to those of whieh the State had been deprived; but 
he would not detain the House by reading them. 
Tellers were demanded, and the bill was passed 
—B84 voting in the aflirmative, noes not counted. 
Mr. SALSTONSTALL asked leave to offer the 


following resolution: 


reserva- i 











CONGRESS [ONAL GLO GLOBE. 





Why 


eed Gipson atte 


Tha ut th e Ilo yee, A 


t ith July, 1332, and all other a Linpeast 

tieson imports,” approved March 2d, 1333, on the day next suc 
ing thaton which the bill No. 75, making appropriations 

for the military servic be — isposed of; and that 

the il yuse from day t say will continue the consi 

said bill No. Ste, roti the same 1 be dis; 

thereo!, or otherwise 


, shall 
serauion 
pret of by the 
passa 

Objection was made, and the resolution was not 
received. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Cor 
Affairs, reported the bill from 
relief of the legal representatives of 
Prior, deceased, without amendment. 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the House 
proceeded to the orders of the day, being the bills 
in relation to the District of Columbir; and the 
folowing were considered: 

The bill for the relief of Caspar W. Wever. 
Read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and made the order of the day for 
to-morrow. 

The bill to suspend, for a limited time, the opera- 
tion of a portion of the act entitled “An act to re 
vive and continue in force the charters of certain 


nittee on Indian 
the Senate for the 
Nathaniel 


banks in the District of Columbia,” was taken up 
on its third reading. 
Mr. CUSHING suggested to his friend from 


Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop,]} that if he began 
with that bill, it would probably consume the whole 
of the two days allotted for the business of the Dis- 
trict. He understood that its object was to legalize 
in the District the circulation of the depreciated 
currency of Virginia,—a measure wiich certainly 
could not pass without consi‘lerable opposition. 
He entertained serious objections to the bill, and 
hoped his friend from Kentucky would not press it. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, after a few remarks 
not heard, moved to Jay the bill on the table. 

Mr. CUSHING then observed that he under- 
stood that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pow 
ELL] wished to address the House on the snbject; 
and he therefore hoped that the gentleman from 
Tennessee would withdraw his mocion. 

Mr. JOHNSON then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. POWELL advocated the bill. He gave a 
history of the banks in the District during the last 
few years. Their charters had expired for some 
time previous to the extra session last year, when 
they were rechartered, but upon such terms as to 
prevent their doing much business. They were 
forbidden by the act of August, 1841, to pay out or 
receive the notes of non-specie payiug banks. 
This prohibition took effect last March, at which 
time it was supposed that the ba in the neigh- 





boring States would have resumed the payment of 


specie. In this, however, the ¢xpectations of those 
who passed the iaw had been disappointed; and 
now the effect of the law was to prohibit the banks 
from paying out or receiving what was the cur- 
rency of the District. The act of Congress was a 
dead letter to the banks; they could not issue their 
own paper, because it would soon be taken up and 
returned for payment in specie. The only remedy 
was to allow the bsnks here to receive on deposit and 
to issue the paper actually current in the District. 
The Virginia banks had been allowed by the Legis- 
lature until November to resume; but he confilent- 
ly believed that it would take place at an earlier 
period—probably in August. 

Mr. P. went into a review of the circulation and 
condition of the District bans, This bill allowed 
them to issue and receive paper current in the 
District until March, 1843. The Senate had 
amended it by a proviso limiting its operation to 
ihe period when the banks of R:chmond or Balti- 
more should resume specie payment. He moved 
to strike out “or”? and insert ‘‘and,” so as to al- 
low the banks to issue paper current in the Dis- 
trict, until resumption should be accomplished in 
both Maryland and Virginia. He concluded by 
moving the previous question. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the bill be laid upon 
the table. This moticn was rejected as f llows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Bee Bidlack, 
Birdseye, Black, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, C h arles Brown 
Burke, Wm. O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Cald 
well, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Mark 
A. Cooper, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, 


Doan, Doig, Eastman, Egbert, Ferris, Fillmere, John G. FI 


loyd, 
Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. L. Foster, Gerry, William 


Dean, 














Harsti i i ypkins i ruck, He ibard, Hunter, 


, dack, Cave J thnson, Jahn W. Jones, Keim, 

nedy, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClel- 

McKa McKeon, Mallory, Alfred Marshall, Math- 

ws, Mattoeks, Maxwell, Medill, Miller, Newhard, Oliver, 

Osborne, Patridge, Pickens, Ramsey, Randolph, Reed, Red 

ing, Reynolds, Rhett, Rogers, Roosevelt, Saunders, Shaw, 

Shields, William Smith, Snyder, Sieenrod, Sumter, Sweney, 
Van Buren, Weller, and Westbrook.—S8) 

NAYS—Messr Adams, Landafl W. Andrews, Arnold, 


Aycrigg, Baker, 


Barton, Blair, Boardman, Beigs 
Jeremiah Brown, rath 


gs, Brockway, 
Wiliam Bu 1, William B, Cam. 
Can 


Chittenden, 





e :, Childs, 
j C. Clark, Staley N. *s Cooper, Cowen, 
( isto Crave f;arret rry. Everett, Fessen 
fen, Thor i. J er, Gan , Goggin, Patrick Q, 
Goode, G er, Gre Ha n, Hudson, Ifunt, Joseph 
t. Joe 2 Irvi lun Win Cost J ee, King, 
Lane, MeKennan, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mayna Mert- 











wether, Mire! Mo M , Mo rts, Morrow, hee ley, 
Pearce, Pe: ) Po Pow Alexander Rand I, Rayner, 
t her, Ridgway, Rodney, W. Russell, J M. Russell, Salton- 
stall, Shepperd, Simonton, * . Truman Smith, Stanly, 
Stokely, Stratt John T. 8 , Summers, Taliaferro, John 
RB. Thompson. Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Triplett, Underwood, Va Rensselaer, Warren, 
Washington, Eiward D. W . Thomas W. Williams, 
C. H. Williams, and Augustus Young.—%1 


Mr. BOWNE moved a cai] of the 
motion was lost: ayes 71, noes 102 

Mr. BOWNE then moved to lay the bill on the 
table 

The SPEAKER said that the motion was not 
in order, as a moiion to lay on the table had al- 
ready been rejected, and no business had inter- 
vened bet the motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. BOWNE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, and call d for the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered; and, on taking the question, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
Hous ee it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 122, 
nays * 

The | previous question was then seconded by 
the Elouse, withouta division; and, on ordering the 
main question, it was decided by yeas and nays in 
the affirmative: yeas 89, nays 79, as follows: 

YEAS—-Messrs. Landat? W. Andrews, Arnold, Ba- 


House; which 





ker, Bair, Boardman, Bri Brockway, Milton Brown, 
Jeret nial Brown, William itler, Calhoun, William B. 
Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Childs, Chitten- 
den.John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, 





Cranston, Craveus, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Everett, Gamble, 
Giddings, Go yoin, Patrick G Goode, Granger, Green, Hud- 
son, Hunt. James Irvin, James, W Cost Johnson, King, Lane, 


MeKenaan, Mathiot,Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, 











Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, 
Pearce, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Ramsay, Benjamin Randall, 
Alexander Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, Rodney, 
lliany Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Shepperd, 
ton, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, 
Joho T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, 
Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Under- 
wood, Van Rensselaer, Warren, Washington, Edward D. 
White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W,. Williams, and Augustus 
Young—s9.. 
NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Arrington,t Atherton, Aycrigg, Bid- 
ick, Birdseye, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, ©. Brown, Burke, W: 
©. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell. Cary, 
Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinten, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Doan, Doig, 
Fastman, Kgbert, Ferris, John G. Pioyd, Charles A. Floyd, 
Fornance, Thomas F, Foster, Gerry, William O.: Goode, 
Gwin, John Hastings, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, 
Hubard, Hunter, C. J. Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, Keim, 
At ire w Kennedy, Littlefield, Lowell, McKay, McKeon, A. 
Marshall, Matthews, Medill, Miller, Newhard, Payne, Pickens, 
Proffit, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, Roosevelt, Saunders, 
Shaw, Shields, William Smith, Sn yder, Steenrod, Sumter, 
Sweney, Van Buren, Ward, Weller, an 1 Westbrook—79, 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called tor the yeas and 
nays on the main question on Mr. Powe n.’s 
amendments, which were accordingly ordered; and 
that qaestion be.ng put, it was decided in the ne- 
gative—veas 76, nays 102, as follows: 

s. Adams, Landati W. Andrews, Arnold, Ay- 
rardman, Bi Milton Brown, 







kway, Bronson, 





re 1, William Butler, Thomas J. Campbell, Ca- 
ith John C: C irk, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, 
: rrett Davis, Deberry, Everett, Fessenden, 

ar iger, Green, Habersham, Hall, 
als Ja in, James, King, Lane, McKennan, 
Mathio Mu ird, Meriwether, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Mor- 





row, aae Pearce, Pope, Powell, Alexander Randall, Ray- 
ry oY 1 J. M. Russell, Saltonstall, She ppe ord, 
Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, 





, Summers, Taliaferro, Richard W. Thompeon, 
Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Warren, 





, i. hite, Theinas W. Williams, Christo: 
iY Soha Vo ng—76, 

NAYS— Allen thie igton, Athertor » Baker, Beeson, 
Ridlack, Birdseye, Blair, Bo , Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Chas. 
Brown, Burke, William O Bu itler, Green Wet ‘aldwell. Patrick 
C. Cajdwell, Calhoun, Cary, Casey, Chapman, Chit tenden, Clif- 
ford, Clinton, Coles, te A. Cooper, Cross, Cashing, Daniel, 
Richard D. Davis, , Do Dog tman, Egbert, Ferris, 





John G. Floyd, c has. A Floed. 


Pornance, A. L. Foster, 
Thomas F. Foster, Gerry, Wii lam O. Goode, Gwin, John 
Hastings, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hudson, Hun- 
ter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, Kein, Andrew Kennedy, Lit- 
lefield, Lowell, Abraham Mctl lan, McKay, McKeon, Mallo- 
ry, Alfred Mar —_ ], Matthews, Mattocks, Maxwell, Medill, 
Miller, Mitchell, N ewhard, Oliver, Osborne, Patridge, Payne, 
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Pickens, Protfit, Ramsay, Benj. Randall, Rando!ph, Read, Red- 
ing, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rodney, Rogers, Roosevelt, Wil- 
liam Russell, Saunders, Shaw, Stvelds, William Smith, Snyder, 
Steenrod, Sumter, Sweney, Tonilinson, Van Buren, Wallace, 
Ward, We'ler Westbrook, and Augustus Young—102. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then said, as the decision 
of the !iouse just given had destroyed the efficacy 
of the bill, it was useless to pass it at all; he there- 
fore moved to lay it on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then said the Committee 
for the District of Columbia had so arranged their 
business as to take those bills first which would 
give but little trouble. He should afterwards move 
to go into Committee of the Whole on bills which 
would require appropriations. He moved that the 
House take up first *A bill authcrizing the Falls 
Bridge Turnpike Company to remove their toil- 
gate, and to extend the jurisdiction of the corpora- 
tion of Georgetown.” 

The question was on the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD proposed some immaterial 
amendments; woich were agreed to, 

Some discussion then arose ona clause of the 
bill which gave the corporation ef Georgetown an- 
thority to tax lottery offices; and, as a desire was 
expressed for the suppression of the vending of lot- 
tery tickets altogether, it was agreed, on the mo- 
tion of Mr. HOPKINS, to lav aside this bill until 
the House had acied upon a bill which was de- 
signed to carry inte effect what appeared to be the 
views of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS ihen moved that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of “A bill to suppress the vending of 
lottery tickets in the District of Columbia;” which 
was agreed to, and the bill was taken up for con- 
sideration in the House 

Some discussion took place on an amendment 
offered by Mr. J. CAMPBELL, to prevent an in- 
terference wiih existing ceniracts entered into by 
any of the cities of the District under the authority 
of anact of Congress. Jn this discussion Messrs, 
J. CAMPBELL, UNDERWOOD, CAVE JOHN- 
SON, BOWNE, EVERETT, J. G. FLOYD, 
HOLMES, HOPKINS, and otiers, took pari; and 
the bill was passed with some amendment. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the bill which had been Jaid aside, that the bill for 
the suppression of the sale of lottery tickets might 
be taken up; and it was amended by the erasure of 
the clause authorizing the taxing of lottery offices, 
which was rendered unnecessary by the passage of 
the act just disposed of. The title of the bill was 
also amended so as to read ‘‘An act to extend the 
jurisdiction ef the corporation of Georgetown;” 
and in this shape the bill was read a third time, 
and passed. 

The next bi] taken up was “A bil! to amend the 
charter of the town of Alexandria.” 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to amend the bill, 
by extending the right of suffrage to all persons 
of 21 years of age and upwards, who shall have 
resided in the town within the space of twelve 
months prior to any election therein. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD szid he would inform the 
House that the bill was drawn up in accordance 
with the wishes of the people of Alexandria. The 
Committee for the District of Columbia considered 
themselves as the representatives of the wishes of 
the people, and therefore -felt bound to draw up 
this bill in accordance with the views which had 
been expressed to them by the people of Alexan- 
diia, and in accordance with their own peculiar 
views in relation to the qualifications which should 
be required of voters. As this extension of the 
right of suffrage was noi asked for, he was op- 
posed to its adoptien in this bill 

Mr. CLIFFORD thought that an opportunity 
should be afforded of having a full vote on this 
motion, if it was opposed. He therefore asked for 
a call of the House. 

The Houce refused to order a call of the House: 
ayes 14, noes 60. No quorum. 

Mr. REDING moved a ca!l of the House. 

Mr. CLIFFORD said, if gentlemen would with- 
draw their opposition to the motion made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonnson,] he 
would not insist upon having a caii of the House. 
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Obj-ction was made. 

Mr. CLIFFORD then asked for the yeas and 
nays on the adoption of the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonnson.]} 

Mr. EVERETT inquired whether the House 
had the power to amend the bill, and extend the 
right of suffrage, unless it was accepted by the cor- 
poration ot Alexandria. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVERETT. Have the corporation peti- 
tioned for this change ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD gaid they had not. 

Mr. EVERETT. Then the proposed change is 
@gaiast their wishes. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and resulted as foilows: 


YEAS Messrs. Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Bidlack 
Burke, Burnell, Green W. Caldwell, Thomas J. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, James Co per, 


Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, 
Ferris, Jobn G. Floyd, 
F. Foster, Gi 


Richard D. 


Davis, Doan, Egbert, 
Charles A 


Floyd, Fornance, Thomas 








ldings, Patrick G, Goode, John Hastings, Houston, 

Cha s J. Ingers James Irvin, Jack, Cave Johnsen, 
Abraham Meé in, McKay, Alfred Marshall, Mathiot, Ma 
ee 7 
Ramsey, Reding, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, William Russell, 
James M- Russell, Shaw, Shields, Slade, William Smith, 
Snyde7, Sumter, Sweney, Van Buren, Weller, and West. 
brook—8&s. ; 

NAYS.--Messrs. Adams, Landatf W. Andrews, Aycrigs, 
Saker, Ba Budseye, Blair, Briggs, Brockway, Milton 
Brown. Jeremiah Brown, John Campbell, William B. Camp- 
bell, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N Clarke, 
Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Everett, Goggin, Granger, 
Hunt, William W. Irwin, James, King, Lane, McKennan, 
Maxwell, Maynard, Mitchell, Owsley, Alexander Randall, 
Randolph, Rayoer, Ridgway, Rodrey, Saltonstall, Shepperd, 
Stanly, Stokely, Swatton, Summers, Taliaferro, John B Thomp- 
son, Richard W. Thompson, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Ui- 
derwood, Van Rensselaer, Warren, Washingten, Joseph L. 
White, and Thomas W. Williams—57. 


No querum having voted— 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House adjourn; 
Which motion was rejec'ed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed till to-morrow; 
which motion was carried. 

The following bills were severally taken up, car- 
ried through their different stages, and passed: 

The bill to amend the laws in relation to the 
penitentiary in the District of Columbia. 

The bill to incorporate the German Benevolent 
Society in the District of Columbia. 

The House then took up the bill to incorporate 
the Washington City Gas-Light Company. 

Mr. BLACK offered as an amendment the fol- 
lowing proviso: ‘“‘Provided, That nothing in this act 
contained shall be so construed as to recognise the 
power of this House to pass an act of incorpora- 
tion.” He was one of those, Mr. B. said, who @is- 
avowed the power cf Congress to pass any act of 
incorporation whatever. If the House could pass 
this act, it could also pass an act to incorporate a 
bank. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered on the 
mouon of Mr. Brack, the question was taken in 
that way, and resuliedin yeas 26, nays 89—not a 
quorum—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Bowne, Patrick C. Caldwell, Ciif- 
ford, Clinton, M. A. Cooper, Richard D. Davis, Egbert, John G. 


Floyd, Fornance, Hopkins, Charles J. Ingersoll, Kein, Lewis, 
Littletield, Read, Reding, Riggs, Roosevelt, Shaw, Snyder, 
Steenrod, Sumter, Van Buren, Weller, and Westbrook—26. 
NAYS.—™M s. Adams, Arnold, Baker, Barnard, Birdseye, 
Brewster, Bri srockway, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown. 
John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Casey, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley 
N. Clarke, Cowen, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Everett, 









A. Lawrence Fosier, Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, Giddings, 
Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, Granger, Green, Haber- 
sham, Hall, Halsted, Houck, Houston, Hudson, Hunt, Jas. Irvin. 
James, John P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Abraham McClellan, 





McKennan, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Patridge, 


Pendleton, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, 
Raiudolph, Rencher, Ridgway, Rodney, William Russell, Jas. 
M. Russell, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanley, Stokely, 


Stratton, Sur 





et 






Fatiaferro, John B. Thompson, Richard 
W. Thompson inghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Un- 
lerwood, Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. 
White, Thomas W. Williams, and John Young—s9. 


Mr. GAMBLE then moved a call of the House; 
which motion prevailing, the roll was called, and 
it was ascertained that 143 members were present. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to snspend the fur- 
ther proceedings under the call; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER moved toamend Mr. Biack’s 
amendment by substituting the word Congress for 
the word House. 

Mr. BLACK was willing to accept the modifi- 





|| 
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cation, though he believed that his amendment was 
worded correctly—his only object being to restrict 
the act on of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS observed that this amendment 
was a mere declaration of the power of the House 
with regard to the passage of acts of incorporation; 
and that was a question which arose on the pass- 
age of the bill itself. Those who believed that 
Congress could not grant an act of incorporation, 
must vote against the bill, and thus express the 
same opinions that they would by voting for the 
amendment. He therefore hoped that, as it would 
unnecessarily occupy the time of the House, the 
gentleman would withdraw it. 

Mr. BLACK declined acceding to the gentle- 
man’s request. He believed that the bill might be 
rejected on other than constitutional grounds; and 
it was his desire to place on record some landmarks 
as to the powers of this House with regard to this 
subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS desired to be excused from vo- 
ting on the question. If he voted against the 
amendment, it would place him in a false position. 
He was against the bill itself, and did not like to 
be placed in a false position by voting for the 
amendment. 

On taking the question, the House refused to ex- 
cuse Mr Hopkins. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina observed 
that, if the gentleman from Georgia was correct, 
the charter of the rity of Washington was void. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he had voted against tle 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Buack ] Heat first thought he would net vote, 
tor the reason that a vote on either side of the ques- 
tion, unexplained, would place bim in a false posi- 
tion; but, as his vote was necessary to make a quo- 
rum, so as to enable us to go on with the business 
of the country, he determined to give it; and he 
was glad to have this opportunity to give some of 
the many reasons for that vote. In the first place, 
he considered the amendment out of place, and in 
i's terms so strange, that it was difficult to be un- 
derstood; that, by it, nothing beneticial or useful 
would or could be accomplished; that it was bad 
policy to bring up an important principle in this 
absiract way, to be settled either without debate, or, 
if it were debated, it would be at the great expense 
of the business of the country; and that as much 
could be accomplished by a vote against the bill 
itself, which proposes to create an incorporation. 
Again: he was not prepared to say that Congress 
had not the power to incorporate the city of Wash- 
ington, or any other city in the District; and the ex- 
pression of the opinion of this House, as proposed 
by said amendment, he understood to be confined 
to the District of Colambia. To crealtea corpora- 
tion to act out of this District, he denied the power. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky moved the pre- 
vious question; which being seconded, and the 
main question ordered, the yeas and nays were la- 
ken—resulting in 20"yeas, and 105 nays, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Bowne, Boyd, Charles Brown, Burke, 
Patrick C. Caldwell, Clifford, Clinton, Mark A. Cooper, Doan, 
Eastman, Egbert, Jack, Keim, Lewis, Alfred Marshall, Riggs, 
Shaw, Snyder, and Sumter—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Arnold, Aycrigg, Baker 
Barnard, Birdseye. Blair, Boardman, Brewster, Briggs, Brock- 
way, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Joho 
Campbell, William B. Campbell, T. J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Casey, Chapman, Childs, Chittenden, J. C. Clark, Staley N. 
Clarke, Cowen, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Kichard D. Davis, 
Dean, Deberry, Everett, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamb'e, Gid 
dings, Gilmer, Patrick G. Goode, William O. Goode, Granger, 
Green, Habersham, Hall, Halsted, Holiies, Houck, Houston, 
Hudson, Hunter, James Irvin, James, Jobn P. Kennedy, 
King, Lane, Littlefield, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Miynard, Meriwether, 
Mitchell, Moere, Morgan, Morrow, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley 
Patridge, Pendleton, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexander 
Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Rencher, Reynolds, Ridgway, 
Rodney. Wm. Russell, James M. Russell, Shepperd, Simon- 
ton, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, Strat- 
ton, John T. Stuart, Taliaferro, Richard W. Thompson, Til 
linghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Un‘erwood, Warren, Wash 
ington, Weller, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Thos, W 
Williams, and John Young—105, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question coming up on the engrossment of 
the bill— 

Mr. GRANGER called the attention of the 
House to the 11th section. He could not vote for 
the bill, unless that section were stricken out. Mr. 
G. desired the Clerk to read the section, for the in- 
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formation of the House; which was done accord- 
ingly. 

{The 1ith section provides that the pipes, lamps, 
and other appzratus of the company, may be im- 
ported duty free.} 

Mr. ROOSEVELT said it appeared to him that 
there was an omission in draughting the bill, that 
eughi to be supplied. He proposed to amend it, 
by adding a proviso, that Congress may, at any 
time hereafter, modify or repeal the act. 

The SPEAKER said that the ameadment could 
not be received but by general consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD hoped that, by general con- 
sent, the 11th section would be stricken out, and 
the amendment suggested by the gen'leman from 
New York (Mr. Roosevett] be accepted. He 
Was anxious to get on with the District business, 
and hoped that no further delays would take place. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina suggested 
to the gentleman that he had just been informed by 
the Mayor of thecity that the charter would net 
be accepied without the 11th section. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia moved 


to iay the bill 


on the table; which motion was carried—ytus 92, 
nays 70, as follows: 
YEas—¥ is 


Arrington, Atherton, Aycrigg, Black, Bowne 








Boyd, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown Brown, Burke, 
Green W. Caldwell, John Canipbell , |hitford, Chine 
Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Dame!, G. Davis, Richard D. Davi 
Dean, Deberry, Doun, Doig, Eastinan, Egbert, Everett, J. G. 


Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, A. L. Foster, Gerry, Gilmer, . 
liam) O. Goode, Gra: ger, Gwin, Hall, Holmes, Hopkii 
Houck, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Chas. J. Ingersoll, Je: 
Cave Jonson, Keim, King, Lane, Lewis, Littlefield, Abraiiai 
McClellan, McKay, McKennan, Alfred Marshall, Matt 
Medill, Miller, Mitchell, Oliver, Payne, Pendleton, Rams: 
Alexander Randall, Rayner, Read, Reding, Rencher, Rey 
nolds, Riges, Rogers, Roosevelt, James M. Russell, Shaw, 
Shepperd, Shields, William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Sumter, 
Toland, Van Buren, Weller, Westbrook, and Thomas W. 
Williams—9?2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Sheriock J. Andrews, Arnold, 
Baker, Barnard, Barton, Bidlack, Blair, Boardman, Briggs, 
Brockway, Milton Brown, Calhoun, William B. Campbell, 
Thos. J. Campbell, Caruthers, Childs, Chittenden, J. C. Clark, 
Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Cross, T. F. Foster, Gamble, Gid- 
dinga, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, Green, Habersham, 
Halsted, James Irvin, W. W. Irwin, John P. Kennedy, Samson 
Mason, Mathiot, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrow, Newhard, Osborne, Owsley, Benj. Randall, 
Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Wm. Russell, Simontén, Slade, 
Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, Stratuon, J. T. Stuatm, Sum- 
mers, Taliaferro, R. W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Tomlinson, 
Triplett, Underwood, Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, 
Joseph L. White, and John Young—70. 


Mr. ADAMS offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That upon every call of the yeas and nays, every 
member not answering to the cal! of his name, or before the re- 
sult of the vote shall be announced by the Speaker, shall be 
recorded on the journal as absent, with the addition of the words 


“by leave,’”’»when the member shall be absent by leave of the 
House. 


The motion was objected to. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, June 2, 1842. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of New Jersey, praying that Congress will at 
this session revise and settle the tariff on sucha 
basis as will give protection to home labor: referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which the subject had been referred, 
reported a joint resoluticn directing the transfer of 
the stock held by the United States in the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal Company, to the State of 
Maryland, and the cities of Washington, Alexan- 
dria, and Georgetown, on certain conditions; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which had been referred House bill en- 
titled “An act to amend the act entitled an act to 
carry into effect, in the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, the existing compacts with those States 
with regard to the five per cent, fund and the 
school reservations,” reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had been referred the bill to pro- 
vide for the armed occupation and settlement of 
the Territory of Florida, reported the same back 
without amendment. 

Mr. B. said he had been instructed by the Com- 
mittee te ask early action on the bill; he would 
therefore ask for its consideration to-morrow, or 
at the earliest time practicable, 





Mr. YOUNG said if there was nothing before 
the Senate, he would ask it to take up and consider 
the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Alabama, [Mr. Kina,] fixing the day oj adjourn- 
ment; but 

Oa motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, ihe Senate 
took up exgrossed bill, authorizing the issue of a 
register to the brig Guinare; which was read the 
third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, the petition of David 
Jones, praying to be indemnified for the losses sus- 
iained in cinsequence of the detention of his ves- 
sel by the United States Consu! at Havana, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on C/aims. 

Mr. BAYARD said he would like very much 
if the Senate would take up the resolution for the 
appointment of a corps of reporters for the Sen- 
ate. It could be disposed of during the morning 
hour. 

Mr. SUCHANAN hoped it would not be taken 
up. He had no coubt it would elicit debate, and 
would interfere with the apporuonment bill. 

Mr. WOODBURY said the Legislature of Mas- 
eachusetis wa: now in session; and if Congress did 
not pass upon the apportionment bill soon, that 
Legislature wou'd have to adjourn without making 
piovisicn jor the new apportionment. 

Mr. BAYARD then moved that the Senaie pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order; which 
was agreed to, and the Senaie preceeded to the 
consideration, as in committee of ihe whole, of 

THE APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

The question pe:ding, when the Senate ad- 
journed on yesterday, was the motion of Mr. 
Waricut to amend the following section of the bili: 
And be it further enacted, That, in every case 
when astate is entitled (o more than one Representative, the 
number to which each State shall be enuWed uncer this appor- 
tionment shail be elected by districts, composed of contiguous 
territory, equal in number tothe number of Representatives 


to which said State may be entitled—no one district electing 
more than one Representative. 


SEC. 2 


Mr. WRIGHT moved to strike from the above 
section the words “no one district electing more 
than one Representative,” and to insert the words 
‘as far as that can be done in conformity with the 
established election systems of the Siates; but no 
State shall, by virtue of the provisions of this sec- 
tion, consider itself called upon to divide counties, 
or other election districts, tor the purpose of fur- 
nishing single districts.” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed, that the bill be- 
fore the Senate proposed to regulate the election of 
Representatives for the other and most important 
branch of Congress. In treating of the subject, he 
was relieved from the necessity of considering it 
on any giound but that of the expediency of now 
exercising the power; the constitutionality being 
conceded by the gentlemen on the other side, as he 
understood the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Wrauiagnt] who spoke yesterday. 

Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that the Senator 
from New York did not make that concession: he 
spoke hypothetically. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN insisted that the Senator 
from New York had admitted the technical power 
of Congress to pass this bill: he could not be mista- 
ken in his recollection of the Senator’s words. 

Mr. WRIGHT explained. He showed that his 
admission was, that Congress could pass any law 
regulating the subject, provided it was confined to 
the legitimate power of Congress to carry its own 
law into effect. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN again contended that his 
recollection of the words made use of by the Sena- 
tor from New Yerk was such as he had stated; 
and he asked what did the Senator mean by a 
technical power? 

Mr. WRIGHT again explained what he meant; 
it was, that Congress may pass a law regulating it- 
self, and directing that law, as far as it was compe- 
tent to make the direction, to be carried out; but 
this did not imply a constitutional power to order 
the States to carry out the law. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN contended that the admis- 
sion—no matter in what technicalities clothed—was 
a concession of the power. No language could be 
more appropriate or explicit than the words of the 
Constitution. It says: the local Legislatures may 
appoint the times, manner, and place of supplying 


| necessary to examine. 
| York (Mr. Wricat] had alluded to anticipated in- 
| conveniences in districting the State of New York. 
| Surely these were not insuperable difficulties. That 








|| the General Government with their quota of Repre- 


sentatives; but Congress may make or alter such 
regulations. Gentlemen contend that, if you alter, 
you must make—you must exhaust the whole 
power, and carry it out without the aid of the States. 
Was this a true version of the Constitutio.? Was 
not the power to alter, a power to aller according 
to the discretion of Congress? It may be in part, 
or to any extent, thought necessary ; and this is ne- 


; cessary for the self-preservation of the Government. 


is not a bill providing fur the election of Represent- 
atives by the States, in districis, an alteration? and 
is not such an alteration as much within the consti- 
tutional power of Congress as any other action of 
the General Government defined by the Constitu- 
tion? It is only to the extent of ‘he power regulated 


| by law, that the States are excluded from the exer- 
| cise of so much of the power themselves; tor, Con- 


gress having passed a law to exercise the power to 
a certain extent, the Siates are solemnly bound by 
the terms of their Confederaucn to conform and to 
carry out the Jaw. 

The only question ts, whether they will obey the 
law. There is no such mandamus as is supposed 
inthe matter. All that is done is im perfect har- 


| mony with the Constitution and the coniederation 


of the Siates. No matter whether the power is 


| called a iechnical power, or not; the Siates and 


their people are, bound to obey the general law. 
If the power exists in the Constitution, and a law 


| is passed to Carry it out, is not every one bound to 
| the Constitution—beund to the lax? Can the one 
| be obeyed, and the other disobeyed? 
| constitntional doctrine entirely. 


It is a new 


Assuming that the power does exist, the only 


question that remains is, Whether it is expedient 


to use it? Objections had been made, which it was 
The Senator from New 


the numbers of the counties, or any two or more 
of them, may not make up a district with exact- 


| ness, must be obvious; but what is to prevent con- 


tiguous counties from being laid off so as to form 
districts as near to the ratio as may be, leaving the 
smallest possible fractions. There cannot be any 
difficulty that will not, in practice, be easily over- 
come. As far, then, as practicability goes, this is 
the solitary ground of objection; and he bad shown 
that this is by no means an insurmountable one. 

He believed it was essential to the preservation 
of this Government, that the district system of 
election should be csiablished, and made uniform. 
At the origin of the Government, a majority of the 
States chose their electors by districts. But in some 
of the States it was found that the general-ticket 
system gave great parity advantages in the choice 
of the electors for the Presidency, enabling a mi- 
nority of States to control a majority in the choice 
of candidates for the Presidency; and then, in self- 
defence, all the States had to adopt the general-ticket 
system. What would be the effect of ali the States 
establishing the general-ticket system for the elec- 
tion of Representatives to Congress, as well as for 
electors? Would not the representation in both 
branches of Congress then be converted into a 
representation of States?) The people of districts 
would have no local Representatives. Their voice 
would be merged in the single vvice of the State, 
just as the voice of Congress is the voice of a con- 
federated nation. Wouid there then be that form 
of government contemplated by the framers of 
the Constitution? Would it not rather be an oli- 
garchy of States? Instead of havirg a Democratic 
representation, there would be a Government with 
but one voice; and that, the voice of a mere oli- 
garchy of States: the most dangerous, and the 
most disastrous, of all forms of government in 
any country—a Government in which some four 
or five States would ride roughshod, trample, 
and tyrannize over the rest of the States. New 
York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and one or two other 
States, might gather their delegations round one 
dinner-table, and, some dark winter’s evening, cau- 
cus a union of interests to govern the rest of the 
Confederation. It would be in vain for Kentucky 
and the rest of the excluded States to resist the 
usurpation. When it should come to this, who 
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would say that s some one , woul 1 not ‘be found ready 
to intrigue with that dominant caucus or personal 
elevation on the rui ns of liberty? It would not be 
the first time that a Coesar bad been tempted with 
the offer of a crown. . 

Is no! this tendency inevitable? Unless all the 
ordinary purposes and motives of political action 
be renounced, the probability of these deductions 
cannot be cenied. 

Let one of the largest States in this Union— 
suppose New York—adopt this general-ticket :ys- 
tem; and will not the contagion soon spread to the 
next largest, and so on, till all, in self-defence, 
are compelled to adopt it? Will the great and 
powerful State of Pennsylvania be content to go 
on sending her 30 or 40 members to Congress in 
the good old-fashioned way, by electing her Rep- 
resentatives in districts, half of one political com- 
plexion, and half of the other? No, she —* net; 
neither will old Virginia. Both, ande very State in 
successive magnitude, will quickly, and of neces 
sity, rush in'o the general-ticket syxtem. 

When the evil is once admitted to that extent, 
it is perpetuated: the Government then | 
control over the subject. The honorable 


ses ail 


Senator 


from Virginia (Mr. Rives] admits the power of 


Congress to enact this law; and he admits the evil 
of the general-ticket system: but he denies the ex 
pediency of exercising the power, or applying the 
remedy now. He could assure the Senator that 
the evil will come with gigantic and irresistible 
force, if not arresied in time; and this is the time 
to act—now or never; for if not now, another op- 
portunity can never arise. 

To wait till the danger comes, is to wait till the 
disease is without a remedy. [t can now he gov- 
erned; but let it encroach one step ‘urther, and it 
will govern Congress. Was there not enough al- 
ready to create alarm? Did not the State of Ala- 
bama, afew years ago, make changes for paity 
purposes, and—as tar as the party which carried 
the change was concerned—with suc Was 
not this success a temptation to other States?—an 
evil increasing as it goes? 

The Senaior trom Virginia opposed this bill, too, 


cess? 


on the ground that it will be repealed, because an- 
other party may bein power next Congress. Now 


he could find no argument for the conclusion in the 
premises. For, suppose there should be another 
party in power next Congress; what reason would 
there be to justify them in repealing a law demand- 
ed by a majority of the people? Would they not 
know, as well as the party now in power knows, 
that a large majority of the people prefer the dis- 
trict system? And what benefit ¢ 
from thwarting tae popular will? 

As to the Senator’s argumeni that 
now in power was filling a poisoned chalice which 
is to return to their own lips; he could admire and 
admit the poetry of the illustration, but should pro- 
test against the logic. 

He deprecated the assumed ground of the re- 
sistance of the States to the laws of the General 
Government. If he had the eloquence to rebuke 
such sentiments, he coui!d be of more use here than 
he now felt that he was, 


In vain did the Senator from New York, with 
all his accustomed tact, smiles, and suavity, clothe 
in the drapery of many words the meaning 


«, which 
amoun'ed to a threat that New York should and 
would resist this law. 


Whether torty, forty-eight, 
or one hundred men from a State, a‘tempted to force 
their way to seais in + the hails of this Capitol, in 
Spite of law, he, for one, would resist it to the last; 
he would siand by the constitutional law, constitu- 
tionally made. He would deplore such an event; 
he hoped never to witness it; but he would tesist 
itt Any State might embarrass—might destroy 
the harmony of this Union; but that was not the 
time for those who respected and revered the Union 
to shrink from the performance of their duties. 

He was for a union of equai rights and equal 
laws. He was not ior the bond of servitude or 
slavery. When New York says to Congress, 
‘‘Pass what laws you please, I will do as I please, 
and send my Representatives to Congress in my own 
way, in spite of your laws;”’ she recedes from the 
Union, and disentitles herself to the representation 


uld they derive 


the party 
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she a mands. Mr. C. cwelt at 

this branch of the subject. 
Gentlemen could not have 

and tendency of this argument, or they w 


have used it. 


some length on 
weighed the force 
uld not 
It wes a melancholy thing that ten- 
dencies of late had favored doubts of the perma- 
nency of this Unien. Never, till he had reached 
manhood, bad he heard the possibility suggested 
of the disunion of this Confederation. 

Now, the subject is as common as household words. 
It is language which, ia its nature, questions the 
power and the probability of the permanency of 
this Union. But he bad no such fears as that 
New Hampshire or New York would resist this 
law. They may dislike it; but they will obey it 
If they do not, the spirit must have fled which once 

ctuated them in 


setting an example of patriotism 
and fraternity. He anticipated no such thing. He 
had heard too many threats of what this State and 
that State might do. The threat had become too 
common to entitle it to any weight in arg’ ment. 
He believed in the people. He believed they 
would preserve the Union. On them he was wil- 
ling to rely. Pass this law, and they will obey it. 
New York will not come here with any glaring 
eal, to set aside the laws and regulations of the 
United States. His friend [Mr. Wricut] couid 
recollect the time when that glaring seal could not 
procure an admission to that House, when there 


was no law in question. What if New York came 


with her large seal to demand 50 representa'ive 


seats, on the plea of being so py pulows sand power- 
ful as to be entitled to them? Should Congress 
bow to her demand? What difference was there in 
principle? If she can violate - law which has 
this scetion of districting the States, she can violat 
any other Jaw of Congress, or enforce demands 
without law. This was ar inference which the 


centleman [Mr. Wricar] had neith 
nor smile; enengh to controvert. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed, that he had no 
dispszition to enter again into the debate at large. 
But the Senator from Kentucky had taken exce p- 
tion to. some of his former rs marks, and seemed 
to have misunderstood others. Mr. W. would, 
therefore, merely explain and correct, in those par- 
ticulars. He had, throaghout, contended that the 
proposed law was, in its present form, and on ex- 
isting facts, unconstitational. He hac asserted 
nothing on this, which he was not ready to main- 
tain before both the Senate and the country. Its 
form was imperfect, unfinished, because it did not 
prescribe the particular districts desired, and carry 
out the alterations wished, instead ot issuing 2 
mere order or mandate to the States to doit. Its 
substanege was insoffic within the spirit and 

temporaneous constraction of the Constitution; 


r logic enough 


rent, 


because no extraordinary and new event had oc- 
curred, endangering the existence of the House of 


Representatives, or violating the representative 
principle; and it was only in such cases that Con- 
gress were expected ever to interfere, and either 
make or alter regulations as to the elections. 
What he argned and said was, thata mere direc- 
tion like this, without proper reasons, and in such 
an incomp'ete form, would not be constitutional; 
that the States would, in his opinion, be justified 
in disregarding it, and would leave you to carry it 
into effect in your own way, and by your own 
powers 
Put further: that you had no power, and conld 
exercise no power—and dared not attempt the 
povver—by force to make a sovereign State fulfil 
such an unconstitutional order. The old Confed- 
eration made requisitions on, or gave directions to, 
States; but it did notattempt, even then, to use force 
onthem. This General Government does not act 
on States, but on individuals; and when it acts le- 
gally, can and should, if necessary, employ force 
on individuals to carry its measures on them into 
effect. But how can it use force against a State? 
Can you indict 1? Can you imprison it? Can you 
hang it? 
All that he maintained on this point was, that 
Congress con'd not be so besotted as to attempt the 
use of force on New Hampshire, or New York, for 
instance, if they omitted to comply with your un- 
consti!utional order; and that your inability, under 
the Constitution and laws, to employ force in such 


vas 





a Case against a Si: ate itself, proved strong! y that 
the right to employ it did net exist. 

As to the use of force by a State, that was a 
matter entirely different. He never held the doc- 
trine for a moment, which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky seemed to impute to him—ihatafter a law 
had ani passed, which all the proper authorities 
pronounced to be constitutional, a State would be 
justified, any more than an individual, in using 
force against it. He had said nothing whatever 
about the use of force by a State, but the use of 
force by the General Government. 

{Mr. Crittenpen here inquired, if Congress 
passed this particular law, whether the: State of 
New Hanmipshire would be justified in employing 
force to resist it?] 

Mr. WOODBURY said he should not advise it. 
There could be no occasion for it, either—as 
there could be nothing to employ force against. 
He had no doubt, however, that she would act— 
and act with firmness, and peaceably assert her 
rights, whatever course she might, n conciliation 
and expediency, submit to. She would, if she 
thought as he did, coolly pronounce the proposed 
law unconstitutional, and remonsirate strongly 
against the spirit and encroachment which led to 
it. 

The doctrine held by the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky—which the Senator would not gainsay— 
was, in 1798, of a similar character. 

It was this— 

‘“‘That the several States, who formed the insiru- 

nent, (the Constitution, ) being sovereign and inde- 
pencent, have the unquestionable right to judge of 
the infraction; and that a nullification by thuse sov- 
ereignties of all unauthorized acts, done under co- 
lor of that instrument, is the rightful remedy.” 

Such, too, was the doctrine of Virginia at the 
same eventful crisis, in struggling against ibe un- 
constitutional alien and sedition laws. 

But though the unlucky word ‘ nullification” 
had been used first in Kentucky, and since, per- 
haps, in some States, carried further than was 
originally contemplated, he could not doubt that 
firm, peaceful, and persevering remonstrance 
would alone, as in 1798, prove amply sufficient, 
in most cases, to produce the repeal or discontinu- 
ance of all offensive and unconstitutional meas- 
ures, 

One other suggestion, and he had doae. Would 
it not be wise in this grave body itself to pause a 
little longer befure adopting a measure like this, 
after the series of alarming encroachments by the 
General Government on the sacred rights of the 
States, which had been witnessed within the last 
twelve months?) More of them, be believed, had 
been compressed within that space than within the 
whole half century previous. Was not this most 
significant of the consolidating principles which 
influenced those who controlled the present admin- 
istration of affairs? 

One of these measures was the passage of the 
bankrupt law—in a form voluntary, novel, and 
unconstitutional, and absorbing within the voriex 
of the General Government the jurisdiction over 
almost the whole system of contracts, as well as 
liens, and of the action of the State courts over 
them. 

Next came the distribution bill, by which all the 
States were to come and feed from the public crib 
of the General Government, and be subjected, in 
return for it, to increased taxation, to more than 
the full extent of all they received. 

Next, close on the heels of others, was the at- 
tempt to strip the States of a!l criminal jarisdiction 
for burnings and murder committed within their 
limits, if defences were set up like those of 
McLeod. And what had we next beheld at the 
other end of the avenue—but yet to be considered 
here, and, it was hoped, with more candor and jus- 
tice? We had seen the people of a sovereign 
State, as in the case of Rhode Island, before a blow 
was struck, or the slightest force employed, de- 
nounced as insurgents; and troops marched into her 
limits, because the people dared peacefully to at- 
tempt to amend their constitution. 

Last of allcomes the bill before us—a bill un- 


precedented in our annals—a bill dictating to the 
States as to their system of elections; 


and no less 
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encroaching in its principle and overshadowing in 
ils influence on State independence, than the nu- 
merous other measures that have, in such rapid 
succession, characterized the policy, so fatal to- 
wards the States, of those now in power in the 
General Government. Ought we not to pausc? 

Mr. PRESTON desired to express his sentiments 
in full with regard to this bill, but was not very 
well able to do sonow. Although he should not 
go at large into the subject, he felt himself bound 
to make a few remarks in relation to what had just 
fallen from the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire. It was in relation to nullification. 
He explained what Kentucky, South Carolina, and 
Virginia understood by the term nullification. 
The postulate on which they justified themselves, 
was, that the law which they expostulated agains', 
and resisted, was not only unconstitutional, but a 
palpable violation of the terms of the compact, 
and oppressive to some of the States, producing 
inequality and favoritism. The grourd taken by 
those three States was, that the tariff law was une- 
qual, intoleraBSly oppressive to the Southern Srates, 
and a gross and palpable violation of the Constitu- 
tion. 

But how was it with regard to the bill be- 
fore the Senate. It was admitted to be con- 
stitulional. If Congress should pass it, such an 
act would not be a usurpation of power. There 
would be no oppression in a law of this kind, either 
upon States or upon individuals. Therefore no 
parallel could be drawn between the act of resist- 
ance by South Carolina toa law both oppressive 
and unconstitutional, and a resistance by either 
New York or New Hampshire to a law which it 
was admitted was neither unconstitutional! nor op- 
pressive. A precedent, he argued, could not be 
drawn from the act of South Carolina, to justify a 
resistance by any State to such a law as was pro- 
posed by this bill. Upon the first blush, when the 
subject was presented to his mind, he doubted 
whether the power existed in Congress to pass a 
bill commanding the States to resort to the district 
system. Butas the arguments progressed upon the 
question of power, his mind had gradually changed; 
and, after reflecting upon that provision of the 
Constitution which concedes to Congress the right 
to alter the regulations of the States, as to the times 
and manner of electing Representatives, all doubts 
had been dispelled. 

Mr. P., after replying to the remarks of. Mr. 
Woopsury at great length, said that there was 
something propitious in the present time ffor the 
passage of such a bill as the one before the Senate; 
there was something peculiarly propitious; in fact, its 
passage was absolutely demanded, in view of the 
present crisis of affairs. 

Mr. BENTON would not go beyond the ques- 
tion, to speak of other matters. He had as much 
as he was able to do, to discuss one subject at a 
time. Rhode Island may stand over to another 
day, when her case may find a full and ample dis- 
cussion. For the present, he weuld only say that 
the principle for which the Suffrage party in that 
State contended, had been twice established in the 
world—first, by the American Revolution; next, 
by the French Revolution. The principle had 
been put down in France by foreign bayonets—by 
a million of foreign bayonets. It has not yet been 
put down in the United States; and there are not 
domestic bayonets enough in the country to put it 
down. 

Mr. B. said, the Senator from Scuth Carolina 
over the way [Mr. Preston] had quoted the Con- 
stitution for authority to give commands to the 
States; and he was right in the quotation, but 
wrong in the application. The Constitution does 
command the States: it commands them to do many 
things—commands them to elect Senators—to pro- 
vide for the election of President—to provide tor 
the election of Representatives. She gives all 
these commands, and many more ; and has a right 
to give them, because the States, in making the 
Constitution, agreed that they might be given: and 
at the same time the Constitution took a sanction— 
the highest of human and moral sanctions—for 
obedience to all her commands, She took the oath 
of the State Legislatures to obey the Constitution ! 
And in taking that oath, every member of theState 
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Legislatares binds himself, by the highest earthly {| assumes guardianship and authori'y over the States, 


obligation, to carry into effect all her commands. 
This is the case with constitutional injunctions. 
The State autherities are swornto obey them. Not 
so with the commands of Congress. They are not 
sworn to obey the laws of Congress, much less to 
obey the commands of Congress. This is a case of 
a command—of a mandamus. Congre-.s does not 
distriet the States, but commands the Legislatures 
to doit. It is a command without eu'hority— 
without a sanction for its observance—wiibout pre- 
cedent—and, in my opinion, withvut consitutional 
warrant. 

It is said the constitutional power of Congress to 
pass this bill is admitted ; that it was admitted by 
the Senators from New Hampshire and New York 
{Messrs. Wooppury and Waicnt}] He (Mr. B.) 
did not so understand them. He understood them 
as denying the constitutionality of this bil!—this 
mandamus bill—which assumes au'hority over the 
States, and commands them to distr:ct the States. 
[Messrs. Wooppury and Wriacut nodded assent to 
Mr. B | Yes, said Mr. B., they deny the constitu- 
tienality of this bill; and so did he; and, he be- 
lieved, so did all his friends. The language of the 
Constitution was clear, first, that the States should 
regulate these elections; and, next, that Congress 
might make or alter such reguiations—“‘ make or aj- 
ter” were the words; and the import was clear that 
Congress was to act, and not to command. She isto 
make the regulations, if there are none; and io aller 
them, if objectionable. This is the clear reading. 
The States are already commanded to make the 
regulations; the Constituiioncommands. There is 
not to be another command, and that coming from 
Congress. No more commands; but action, ac- 
tion, to do what the States have not done, or badly 
done. Congress is to make or alter! She is to make 
the regulations, if there are none; ard to alter 
them, if she judges them prejudic:al. This is the 
Constitution ; and upon this ground the opponents 
of the bill stand. 

The history of the formation and adoption of the 
Constitution proves this. Ample quotations from 
the debates, both of the general convention and 
the State conventions, made by all the gentlemen 


| who have spoken against the bill, prove this. These 


debates prove that this was a contingent and dor- 
mant power given to Congress to save ils own ex- 
istence, only to be exercised on the default of the 
States. The quotations which they make are full 
and explicit; and show, first, that the power was 
only put into the Constitution on this condition; 
and, next, that it was only accepted by the States 
on this condition. All the quotations prove it, and 


| none more pointedly than that from General Ham- 


ilton, in the general convention, where he expressly 
referred the exercise of the power to a case of ab- 
solute failure of the States. His language was, that 
if the General Government succeeded in maintain- 
ing itself, the States might dwindle into nothing; and 
then Congress should have power to continue its 
own existence. This was the contingency; it was 
not written in the body of the Constitution, but was it 
written in the history of its formation, and must 
not be forgotten or disregarded. It is like all the 
other constitutional powers—ithe war power—the 
taxing power—the borrowing power. They are 
all given in general terms, but for specific purposes, 
and under known limitations; and these limitations 
and purposes are known. And toexercise these gen- 
eral powers in other cases, without limits and for 
other objects, would be an abuse, amounting to a 
vivlation of the Constitution. 

Mr. B. admitted that if the case occurred for 
which the provision was made—if the States failed 
to provide for elections, or made absurd or imprac- 
ticable regulations—then the dormant power of 
Congress would come into action—and that to do, 
and not to say: to make or alter, and not to com- 
mand others to do it. Mr. B. looked upon this 
movement as an encroachment upon the States— 
as an intermeddling with them—and that, without 
excuse or pretext. No State had asked for this in- 
terference; no one had complained; no one was 
thinking on the subject. All was tranquil when 


Congress—actuated, it would seem, by the same 
epirit which was striking atso many points upon 
the States—breaks in upon a usage of fifty years, 
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and imperiously commands them to give up their 
fitty years’ practice, and conform to her supreme 
will. 

No reacon had been given for this movement, 
but it had leaked cut in debate: it was a movement 
of small States against large ones, and of one sec- 
tion against another. This had come out in debate, 
and it was as unfortunate as it was unexpected. It 
was a false move on the partof the small States and 
the weaker section. Their safety was in resistance, 
not in attacking. It was iu this chamber, in pre- 
venting laws, and.not in the two Houses in pass- 
ing them. Their strength lies in resisting the 
strong States and the powerful sections, and not 
in endeavoring to bind or control them. Remain 
on the defensive, and they are strong. They have 
a strong position in the constitutional, and in the 
moral feelings of the community. The smaller 
bodies are always strongest when resisting, and 
lightfully resisting; and that moral advantage, in 
this case, is strengthened by the constitutional pro- 
vision, which makes the States all equal here. 
Quit the defensive—become the assailaot—and 
they get into a false position, and become weak. 

Mr. B. said, in discussing a great principle, it 
seemed wrong to descend to an argument founded 
on inconvenience; but in this case he must have 
recours?: to that argumen!. Missouri could not 
now obey this command, if it was given to her. 
Her election takes piace in August. She has the 
general-ticket system. There is no time to con- 
vene the General Assemb'y to alter it. Her mem- 
bers must, of necessity, be elected under the present 
State law; and who will repulse them when they 
arrive here? Nobody. They will be admitted, as 
the Senator from New York (Mr. Wricut) has 
shown yeu that all members elected under the gen- 
eral-ticket system will have a right to be; and that, 
without reference to the existence of the law. But 
it will not exist. If passed, it wi!l soon die. The 
firs! day of the next Congress will see it die, in com- 
pany with many others—such as the distribution 
law, the bankrupt Jaw, and others. They will all 
be rubbed out together. [Expunged, said Mr. 
Wooppury.] Yes, sir, expunged! They will all 
go; all these acts of encroachment on the rights of 
the people and the States. 


Mr. MILLER addressed the Senate for nearly 
an hour. He expressed himself in favor of the 
section under discussion, on the ground of its being 
the only means to bring representation home to 
every man’s door. He decried the monopoly of 
representation in a State, by either the Legislature 
or by organized parties. He wished to see the 
districts in every State represented by these best 
acquainted with their immediate and local inter- 
ests. He considered the great republican principle 
of this Government to be, that the people of the 
whole Union, in all the ramifications of society, 
should be locally represented in the popular branch 
of Congress. This was the only possible way of 
feeling the pulse of popular will. If Representa- 
tives were sent? by States, and not by districts, it 
would be impossible to ascertain in the House of 
Representatives what the minutie of public senti- 
ment might be. He argued at length the constitu- 
tionality of the law, and dwelt at large upon the 
expediency of exercising the power on the present 
occasion. 


Mr. BAGBY obtained the floor; but the hour 
being late, 


Mr. ARCHER observed that it would be agree- 
able to the Senate to adjourn. 


Mr. MERRICK requested that afew bills re- 
ceived from the House might be advanced and 
referred. 


Several bills on the table were taken up and re- 
ferred to the standing committees. 


Mr. MERRICK observed that, in consequence 
of the election of the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Manaum] to the Presideney of the Senate, 
the office of chairman of the Committee on Printing 
had become vacant. He would move that the 
Chair nominate a chairman for the committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and then 

The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESE re TIVES. and he therefore moved to lay the bill, with the 
Tuorspay, June 2, 1842. | P nding amendment, upon the table. Pais moticn 
Mr. SHIELDS submiiied a resolation, eting rejected—ayes 82, noes 91. 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post : a to * r, GR'GGS then offered an amendment to the 
inquire into the expediency of establishing ceriam amendment, limiting the right of suffrage to such 
mai: routes: which was agreed to. | persons as shou'd have patd taxes R-jected— 
Mr. W. B. CAMPBELL offered a resolution to | ayes 79, noes 86, as follows: 
fix the adjournment of Congress at 3 o’clcck on YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Landaff. W. Andrews, Ar 
the 11th day of July. Baker, Barion, Birdseye, Boardman, Briggs, Bronson, Milton 
Mr. UNDERWOOD objected, as be apprehend.) oer ee ee ea ener ne ee 
ed it would interfere with the District business, for John C. Clark, 3 N. Ciarke, Coles, James Cooper, Mark 
which this day was set apart. j A. Cooper, Cransion, ¢ Garrett Davis, Deberry. Everest 
The resclution was netenteriained. . ee Phe ri aig voreoes “Sieueschaae i ; 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. | Howard, Mubard, Mu Hunter, J King, McKenna 
Mr. UNDERWOOD rose aad remarked that, bee |} Mahi. M Max M . ell, M "h _ 
fore he called up any bill, he desired to state |) yyy, Raley, Wilien & samacg ME teaaeetl. tae 
that his intention was to call up such biilsas woald || S| 1, S Sla Pruman § Wiliam 
excite no debate; and if any genticman abe cted tof) ya sroonscile digo? ° me 1 oe UT, er 
the principle involved in any bill, instead of deba- |} vai Res Wai WA Ecorse 0. Slane onl 
ling it, he hoped the gentleman objecti:g would || Thos.W, Wi ) , 7 
move to lay it aside until the other bids had been |] a oe a a = e : > gp se Sh acca 
disposed of; and in this way they could make some |} Burke, G vell, Casey, ¢ ( l, Chiaton, 
progress with the District business. Hethen cali. {| Cowen. ¢ » RK. D. Davis, D Db Eastma 
ed up a bill incorporating the “National Institue {| 3.{) Biwar's: Beper John G a it Avi: Meso 
tion for the Promotion of Seience.” | ( 1] I \ 1 W.. Irwin, Jack 
Mr. ROOSEVELT moved so to amend the bili |} ‘ J ) pak A Keunedy, Lew 
- a . dae x : 7s I Low Abraha Me‘ in, McKeon, A 
as to provide that Congres ,inay at any ume modi- | te 1 vi ws. Medill. M r. Mor Mort N 
fy or repeal this act; which was agreed to. He || oO Oy Parmenter, Patridge, Payne, P 
then suggested some amendmeat, to make the bill || a . Plumer, A a eens Seen eee 
more explicit in relation to the vesting, in trust, of |] , ee ae ae We ED. Whi 
the property now posser-cd; which, after few || ¢ t i. W ns, Woo !, You A \ 
words from Messrs. UNDERWOOD, ROOSE. jj John You 
VELT, and TILLINGHAST, was agieed to |} ‘Tae question wa 1upon the amendment of 
The question then being on the engrosement ot |} Mr. ©. Jonnsox, and teselted in i's adoptio 
the bill— | ayes 96, noes 72, as follows 
Mr. M. A. COOPER moved to lay the bill on \| YEAS—M Arnold, Arring A Beeson, Bid 
the table; and on this he called for the ayes and |} |2ck, Black, Blair. Bowne, Brewser, Aaron NV. Browo; Charle 
noes, which were not ordered; and the motion to |} © 1 C. Caid Wi BA Thomas 
lay the bill on the table was negatived. i} J bell, ¢ ( Chapman, Chitfird, ( 

The biil was ordered to be cagrosted. \| e 8 pe C10 Da “ft nd D Day p 
Mr. BLACK called for the ayes and noes on the |} « ee ond, © G Gerry, G Gusti 
passage of the bill; which were ordere’—the vote || ¢ john “ee Bai. . — = Pca el 
(taken by tcllers) being 37 in the aflirmative, and || 70)". Kennedy, Andiew Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Abra 
100 in the negative. 1} | McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Alfred Marshall, Mathiot 

hg bill was then passed by a majority of 105 || ee Se eee eet eee 
to 66. S bicrendae Mendel eed Made Beseaits, Rhee Mien 

The ‘bill for the benefit of clergy in the District he ; It, Wall ae Jan 1es M. Russell, Shaw, shiskie 
of Columbia” was reada third tme and passed. || =! Wes! me seph L.. White Woo a ; i eee 
By general consent, its title was amends d, so as to “Ny AYS a are, aaa : i en, L andall Ww. Andr wa, A . 
read “An act relating to the solemnization cf the ‘rigs, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, Boardman, Briggs, 
ceremony of marriage in the District of Columbia.” |] Brockway, Bioneon, Milton ro C Jeremiah ee 

A “ bill incorporating tue manual-labor school Se eneaaton, Claveen Eeavie Philo E 
and male orphan asylum of the District of Colum- ter, Goggin, William O. Goode, » Howard, 
bia” was taken up, read, and passed. | Hub * u's i Hur er, Hu Ja ig, Linn, McKen- 

nan ax we Maynard, itcheil, i sborne, Powell, 

The “bill to amend the charier of the town of Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, R her, 

lexandria,” which had been laid over from yes- 8) Shepper eres Btanly, Stra 
lerday, came up for considerat on. Seca, Weill rm srriplett, Ml caocueaa want team 

Mr. UNDERWOOD suggested, tllatif the gentle- Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Thomas W. Wiiliams 
man from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jonnson] would with- |} Christopher H. Williams, Yorke, and Augustus Youug—72 
draw his amendment, (exiending toe sight of suf- Mr.SUM™M ERS ob-erved that the t il! aS amerd- 
frage to all persons resident in the town for twelve ed by the vote just taken, sa slp enanny- as by the 
months preceding any election therein,) the matter || PECPIS OF Alexanaria; ue he therefore moved to 
could be accommodated on a basis which would in |} ay it Sac KIN ee 

Vir. JPIKIINGS Caled for tne 


some measure be a modification of the present 
eharter. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON would have no objection to 
accommodate those gentlemen in Alexandria by 
withdrawing the amendment; but he looked to the 
interests of other parts of the country, and could 
not accede to the request. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD hoped the House wouid 

0 into Committee of the Whole upon other bills. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said it would not be in or- 
der. This bill was under consid when the 
House was in session yesterday, previous 
question bad been ordered upo amendment. 
It therefore came up as the regt iness betore 
the House to-day. 

The SPEAKER decided 
taken up. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of 
of Mr. C. Jonnson, to insert in that part of the 
bill which defines the qualifications of voters for 
mayor and common-councilmen, ‘‘iree white males 
of twenty-one years and upwards, who have re- 
sided twelve mon'hs within the limits of the cor- 
poration prior to such election.” 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL said this amendment 
not in accordance with the wishes of 


eration 
and the 
n his 
liar bu 


that the bill should be 


was 
the peopie; 





yeas and nays 
auestion, which were accordingly ordered. 

ARNOLD appealed friend from Vir- 
ginia [Mc. Summers] to withdraw his motion. 
After the voles that had been taken, it was appar- 
ent that it could not prevail; and the yeas and nays 
having been the persisting in it would be 


on the 


to his 


; » ' 
ordere 


a useless consumption of the time of the House. 

Mr. SUMMERS declined withdrawirg the mo- 
tion; and the question having been taken, resulted 
in yeas 82, nays 384. 


Mr. PAYNE mm 
by making the 


The 


red to amend the bill further; 
elec ions annual, instead of biennial. 


SPEAKER that the amendment was 


not in aan under tbe operation of the previous 
question 
Mr. UNDERWOOD hoped the amendment 


would be are 
be agreeabie to thx 


spied. Ele had no doubt but it would 
people of Alexandria. 

Tue amendment having been received, the 
Main question was then taken on the engrossment 
of the bill for a third reading, and decided in the 


aftirmative—yees 78, nays 68, as follows: 


not 


Y EAS—Messrs. Arrington, Bo , Bidlack, Bowue, Charles 
Brown, Burke, Green W. Caldwell, Caruthers, Casey, Chap. 
mao, Clifford, Clinton, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, Cowen, 
Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Doan, Doig, Eastman, Egbert, 





















John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornancé, Gamble, Gerry, 
Giddings, Gust Gwin, John Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, 
Houck, Honston, Charles J. Ingersoll, James Irvin, William 
W. Irwin, Jack, Cave Johns Andrew Kenncdy, Lewis, Lit 
tlefield. Abraham Me ‘ McKay, McKeon, Affred. Mar- 
shall, Mathews, Mattocks, Medill, Miller, Morris, Newhard, 
Oliver, Parmenter, Patri Payne, Pickers, Plumer, Read, 
Reding, Reyno Rhett, Riges, Rogers, James M. Russell, 
Shaw, Shicids, Simonton, Siade, Snyder, Steenrod, Sweney, 
Taliaterro, Van Buren, Weller, Westbrook, an! Wood—78. 
NAYS—-Messrs Adan Ss, Landatf W. Andrews, Aycrigg, 
Barnard, Barton, Bir ye, B lan, Briges, Brockway, M. 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown. Calhoun, Wm. B. Can pbell, T. J. 
Campbell, Chittenden, Coles, James Cooper, Cranston, Cra- 
vens, Deberry, Thomas F. Foster, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, 
Villiay O Goode, Granger, Halsted, Wubard, Hudson. Hunter, 
James, Win, Cost Johason, Linn, Mathiot, Maxwell, Maynard, 
Mitche Morrow, Osborne, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin 
Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Wm. Russell, Saun- 
lera, Shepperd, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, ss it itton, 
mers, Richard W. ‘I n m, Tillingh nat, Fol il Tom- 
linson, ‘Triplett, Underwood, Van R : penhieanes gE 
D. White, Thomas W. Willian York Aus islus You ne 


Phe bill 
Mr. 
e 


Committee 


haying been read the third time— 
ADAMS moved tbat it be committed tothe 
for the Di trict of Columbia, with in- 
ructions to strike the word “whife,” in the 
ualificail 


The 


oul 


clause relating to the qu ns of voters 


duty of offering this emendment had « levolved on 
him, in consequence of the gentieman from Ten- 
nessee having thought proper to introduce inio 


f the town 
question which now convulsed 
the Union to the other. 
suffrage, upon which, 


this bill, simply to amend the charter 
Alexandria, that 
the nation from one end of 
This question of vniversal 
Within th? last fortnight, we had s cen the peoole 
of one portion of the country on the point ef shed- 


ding each other's biood—this question, upon which 


of 






more than one oi. the savereign Siates of the Union 
Wat now ina state of convulsion nearly equal 

that which had been witnessed in Rhode Island— 
aud the very State from whith the gentleman who 





offered this amendment came, was one of them. 
Sir, said Mr. A., an o! ite cf this Union—he 
would not say am tinguished one, but an 
olver State—ont io W > people of this coun- 


try had been accustomes ed to look for 
the land—the Siate of Virginia—was at this mo- 
ment in that same situation of convulsion on this 
very subject of universal sufirage. There was not 
a member from that State in the House but knew 
that this state of convalsion existed there. To this 
idea of universal suffrage that State owed it that 
she was in imminent peril of being rent asuader. 
He had said that the question was forced on him 
by the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. JoHNnson.] 
If that gentleman had thought proper to suffer 
this thing to pass by—his cup to pass from us;—if 
he had suffered this act, for the mere amendment of 
the charter the town of Alexandria, to be dis- 
posed of, without bringing this firebrand into the 
House,—he (Mr. A.) was not prepared to have 
said one word on the subject: he would not have 
introduced his motion. But it was that gentle- 
man’s pleasure to introduce it; and as he and his 
friends had thought proper to resist every effort to 
arrest the ‘iscussion, which had been manifested 
by several attempts to lay the bill on the table— 
and manifested, also, by the proposition of the 
gentleman who introduced the bill, to pass it over; 
and asa majority of the House, including some of 
the members from Virginia, had thought proper to 
order the bill to a third reading, containing this 
principle of universal sv ffras ze, the discussion must 
come up; and he was now disposed . see how far 
gentlemen were willing to carry out that principle. 
He wished to es that the nace of De- 


the rulers of 


c 


ot 


mocracy, founded on the universal righ's of 
man, whch were the only principies on which 
the gentleman from Tennessee could have intro- 
duced his amendment, went to a broader extent 
than the gentleman and those who voted with 
him thought for, Why was it that the gentleman 
thought proper to change the charter of the town 


of Alexandria, so as to enlarge the number of 
voters?) What was his motion founded on, but the 
rights of man? What was it but the first princi- 
ples of Democracy to declare, as the amendment 
did, that every individual, limited only as to age 
and residence, should be entitled to a vote, with- 
out even admitting the amendment of his colleague 
[Mr. Briacs] that he must contribute to the sup- 
port of the town—pay taxes? He called on the 


gentleman, and those who voted with him, to an- 
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swer that question. What were the grounds ou He wa 1iming for the free colored citizens of 
which this amendment w aced, ¢g > the rieht Alexandria voth more than was accorded to 
of sufira to every free white male, with one wir race in his native Commonwealih; and he 
year’s residence, and above the age of twen'y-on {that he should have the voles of all his col- 
years? Why, in carryii to that extent, he cid agu osu im. 
not see they manst ransack the prisons, at Why shouid the tincture upon the skin deprivea 
bring in cvery convict, bring in every idiot, pro- man of those rights which gentlemen insisted upon 
vided he a male—provided he is white. Now, giving to the vilest criminals, and to men incapa- 
he appeaicd to the members from the Siate ot ble, by their understanding and common sense, to 
Virginia to say what is to be the end of this revo- distinguish between rivht and wrong? You have, 
lutionary movement. said Mr. A., given suffrage to that extent to the 
Ele cailed on them to tell him why a man whore people of Alexandria. And with what consistency 
skin was not white—snow-white—but who per- can you refuse to colore! ciizens, who pay their 
formed al! the duties of a gocd citizen, a good hus- taxes, end who are ready to (aad perhaps many of 
band, good father, and kind neighbor,— why sucha || them have) shed their blood in the detence of the 
man as the one who was buried yesterday, should || country. Te!) us, said Mr. A., why it is that you 
not be entitied to a vote, 2s will as the while man insist upon giving this privilege to the worst of 
That man, [the late William Costin,] though | your own color, while vou refuse it to the best of 
Was not white, was as much respected as any man <P who have a portion ef the blood of anothe: 
in the District; and the iarge concourse of eitiz race? As to that sacred srinciple preclaimed ia 
thet altendcd rem to 1h ave—as wel the Declaration of In’epen’ence—that all men are 
whiie as black—was an evidence of the manner in creat e and equal, aud endowed with certain 
which he wes estim iby the evizens of Wa inaienable ricvhts, among which are life, liberty, 
ingion. Now, why sb tsuch uma ha nd the pursuit appl —as to that sacred prin- 
excluded from the elective franchi-e, when you ¢ ciple, he subscribed io it in the fullest exten!; and 
mit the vilest incividuais of the white race to excr- id ask the gen'lem: om ‘Tennessee upon 
cise it? her prineipie he introduced his amendment? 
Mr. A. repeated that he had resisted this move- he suppose that, if the princiole of univer- 
ment from the beginning He went, bimsel/, to trage was introduced, he could confine it to 
the chairman of the commiitee this morning, alter the ecler of the skin, and that it could be limited 
the vote had been taken on the amendment te-'er- to the Arg'c-Savon race? Did he s _— se he cou! d 
day—no quortem votingc—and cred of him to ape re ber vitot sion, here 0 elsewhere? No: 
pass this bill Over; edtreating him not bring it it Was j 1 par rcel of that same great principle, 
forward with that odious feature in it, to act asa applicable to men of every shade of color en this 
Gre-brand in the Elouse. He had t Palr i earth. As to the amendment of the gentleman 
in every share, aficns hat } from Tennessee, he had objected to it, because it 
detestable principle. H l yored to lay he V nreasonabe in itself, and extended this prin- 
table, in order to get rid of ti IScUssio iple o. universal suffrage tar beyond what it oucht 
motion failing, he consid 1 the £o—— 
forced on him, and he cailed on ; 1 not Mr. UNDERWOOD here appealed to the gen- 
settle it by the previous question. Hecalled on || tlemar n Massachusetts to iorego his remarks, 
them ali to say what were to be the consequeuces ‘|| and su the other business of the District to be 
if this principle was once introdeced? in u are || attended to. He suggested to the gentleman, and 
to exclude from the elective franchise hund of || to the House, to let this bill be laid over iaformal- 
respectable citizens, because their skins do not hap- |! ly; and then go in'o Committee of the Whole, and 
pen to be white. If gentlemen would agree to | pass on the other bilis. ‘The gentleman could, 
strike out the word “white,” they would get rid of || then, finish his remarks on another occasion. 
a question which, he thought, must go withit, and || [Cries of “No, no.”] 
which, in the end, would bring up a judicial in- Mr. U. said he made this proposition in the hope 
quiry. He would ask gentlemen what was a | it would be acceded to; otherwise, it was manifest 
white man. Was it the mere color of the skin || that the whole day was lost. 
which constituted the white man? Why, if || Mr. ADAMS replied, that he would be perfectly 
that was the eritenion, there were twenty mem- | satisfied to let the question be talren with what he 
bers of that House who were not white men. had said, provided the yeas and nays were given 
He pledged himself to bring ferward a hun- |] him on his motion. He did notdesire to call for 
dred respectable colored men of this city with the previcus question, though he wished to hear 
complexions whiter than those of ts mem from the genticmen from Virginia and Tennessce 
of the H.uss. Now, supp this bill shosld || what they think as to carryiag out the principle 
be pa sed, the Honse reiusing to strike out that || that has been introduced into the bill, and what 
clause; and one of these gentlemen should go to thev think of the effect it will have in their States. 


the polls: the judges might refuse his vote, alleging 
that he was nota white man. On ber hand, 
one of these quadrooas (who were not, according 
to the conceptions of some gentlemen there, white 
men) might go to the polls, and be also refused, for 
the same reason. Ineihber of the above eases, a 

v} 
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judicial ingniry might arise, and it would be for the 
courtto say which were, in the meaning of the law, 
white men. Mr. A. here referred to the different 
shades of the negro racc—uch as mulattoes, dark 
mulatices, bright mi toes, qaadroons, &ce.; but the 
reporter has not me to give this portion of his re- 


marks. 
Under the provisions of the 


eonst 


tution of his 


native Commonwealth, color waz not the standard 
by which it is judged whether a human being pos- 
sesses the right: man. THe had constituents as 


black as Ethionians, and as respectable as 
had. Huis friend and colleague who lately sat be- 
hind him, and who bad to his great sorrow resign- 
ed his seat, [Mr. Wintunop ] had hundreds of 
African negroes for kis constituents; and he de- 
penied upon their votes, as he did upon his white 
constituents. Throughout the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts there was no distinction cf color for 
the enjoyment of cqval rights. Colored men were 
capable ef being elected to the State Legislature; 
and one was elected from one of their towns, 
though the election had been afterwards vacated. 


elu 


any he 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON desired to know of the 
gentierasn what was the difficuliy in Tennessee to 
which he alluded. Tois was the first that he had 
heard of it. 

ADAMS replied, 
culty in Tennessee on the 
informed. He had heai 

yn there, and that th 
vide the State. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said 
proposition to divide the State, 
tion to this subject. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
After a few 

Mr. 


who ha 


that if there was no diffi- 
subject, he had been mis- 
! that there was some agi- 
» WAS a proposition to di- 








there had been a 
but it had no rela- 


Then I have been misinformed. 
more remarks from Mr. A.— 
W.C. JOHNSON said he was one of those 
1 voted to lay the whole subject on the ta- 
ble; but he confe it was with feelings very dif- 
ferent from those which the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts appeared toimagine. He then proceed- 
ed to notice an intimation made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, that the country was con- 
vulsed with the question now again brought into 
the House; and he said if it were so, he had now 
been apprized of it for the firsttime. He continu- 
ed, and was entering largely upon the subject, 
when 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose and appealed to the 
gentleman from Maryland not to prolong this de- 


ssed 


| 


| 











| 


| 
i 
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the District to be 


bate, bat to alle Ww 
. ceeced with 


ir. W.C. pure 


the business of 


YSON replied that he was con- 

scious of his duties, and must ‘discharge them ac- 
cording to his o ; aad he therefore could 
not comply with the request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. He then resumed his speech, and af- 
ter pré ‘ing some time, 

The SPEAKER interposed, and intimated that 
the gentleman’s remarks were irrelevant. 

Mr. W.C. JOHNSON claimed his right, and 
contended that he was but pursuing the subject of 
the gen'ieman from Massachusetts, who had even 
discussed the color of the members of this House. 
He again pursned the subjcct until . 

Mr. JAMES rose to inquire whether the gentle- 
man was in order. 

Mr. ADAMS said heh 
not be interrunted, 

The SPEAKER 
that the remark 
vant. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON resumed his remarks. 
Mr. FESS! ENDEN objected to the gentleman 
land being allowed to proceed irrele- 


wh view 


cee: 


oped the gentleman would 


said he had already intimated 
of the gentleman were not rele- 


from Mary 
vantly. 

Mr. ADAMS again hoped the gentleman would 
not be interrupted. 

Mr. ANDREWS said 
been out ¢ 

Mr. HOPKINS 
Mar} 

Mr. W. 
his «peech, when 

Mr. ANDREWS rose, and asked if the gentle- 
man was to be allowed to proceed without a vote 
of the House? 

Mr. W. C 
Uemen ail 
subject. 

He then saic, the great theory of our Govern- 
ment, as of all Republican Governments, was, that 
the representative should reflect faithfully the will 
and wishes, as well as the interests, of his constitu- 
ents; but ne memorial had come from the city of 
Alexandria for the extension of the privilege of 
voting to negroes. He therefore moved to lay the 
proposity on of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
on the tab 


Mr. AN DREWS inquired, if that motion were 
carried, whether would not carry the bill with it? 
The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative, 
Mr. W. C. JOHNSON. So much the better. 
The ayes and noes were then ordered, and ta- 
ken, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Aycrigg, Baker 


Barnard, Barton, Briges, Brockway, Bronson, Milton Brown, 
Jeremiah Browo, Wim. Butler, Calhoun, William B. Campbell, 


the whole debate had 
of order. 

moved that the gentleman from 
have leave to procerd. 

C. JOHNSON was about to resume 


JOHNSON Y said he would save gen- 
further trouble, for he had done with the 








Caruthers, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Sialey N. Clarke, James 
Cooper, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, 


Goggin, Patrick G. Goode. William O. Goode, Granger, Haber- 
sham, Halsted, Hubard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
James Irvin, James, William C. Johnson, John W. Jones, 
King, Linn, MeKennan, Mathiot, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, 


Moore, Morgan, Mo ris, Morrow, Owsley, Pope, Pow- 
, Ramsey, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, 
William Russell, James M. Russell, Saunders, Simonton, 


Sprigg, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, 
ard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Underwood, Van Rensselaer, 
White, Joseph L. White 
Hi. Williams, Yorke, 


Summers, Taliaferre, Rich- 
Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, 
Warren, Washington, Edward D 
. Thomas W. Williams, Christopher 
an dJ un Young—7. 





NAYS—Messrs. Arriagton, Atherton, Beeson, Black, Bowne, 
Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Green W. Caldwell, Cary, 
Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Colquitt, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cowen, Cross, Da ic Richard D. D vis, Dean, Eastman, John 
C. Edwards, Egbert, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, For- 


nance, Gwin, Johr Ifastingzs, 
Houc - Houston , Chas. J. Ingersoll, 
lrew ‘K nnedy ‘Lith field, Abrah 
Keon, Alfred M1 rshall, Mattocks, 


Hayes, ve Hopkins, 
Jack. Cave Johnson, An- 
im Mcfé ‘ llan, McKay, Mc- 
Medill, Newhard, Parmenter, 





Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Rhett, 
Riggs, Rogers, Shaw, Shields, Slade, Snyder, Steenrod, , Sweney, 
Van Buren, Ward, Weller, and Westbrook—66 


The motion to recommit, and the bill also, were 
therefore laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the House 
ihen resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. J. ©. Cuargx in the chair;) and, on his 
motion, also, the committee took up the ‘‘bill to 
establish a police for the protection of public and 
private property in the District of Colambia.” 

After the bill had been read—_ 

Mr. PROFFIT moved that it be reported. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to strike out the 
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first section, which establishes a guard of twenty- 
five men, together With a captain, lieutenant, and 
sergeant, alan expense oj abou. $15,000 perannum. 
He thought it quite enough that Congress should 
have to pay the officers already in existence in the 
District. 


Congress now paid the ;adges, jurymen, 
and district attorney, &c. of the District; and he 
could net consent to have his constituents any fur- 


ther taxed to keep up its government. La the 
course of his remarks, he read the following state- 


ment of the money which has been exnended by 
this Government in the District of Columbia: 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DISTRICT OF © oF UMBIA. 
Dutch k oan for Washington to 30% he June, Iso. 24,720 96 
Georgetown 
Alexandria 
Lots given Coluinbian an! Georce 

and the Orphan Asylum 
Improving navigauon of the 

Georgetown al 


3! MOL 458 
- 305,172 98 
own Colleges, 

' - 70.000 OO 
Potomac between 
1 Alexandria . . 150.000 00 
il to Alex iundria- 100.000 OO 





Appropriation for can 
Pe nitentiary fort the Distric : - 59,384 00 
he benetit of Wasiuington, act of 1533 Joudieu U0 
srs by tire in Ales irla  - . -V,U0U U0 
Appropriated for lo bridge $ 1633 returne 
as surplus, $259,163 70 OO 
Jailia Alexandria . . 26. O00 UO 
Jail in Washiogion (and other c 
circult court) . 99113 00 
Pennsylvania avenue and side walk : : | oO 
Supply of public buildings with water - jt OO 
Fire engine, hose, & . - G27 00 


Statues, paritings, dec, fo 
Expenditures on public 


r Capitol : 13.3.2 


.grounuds - . . 263 


roo 
79 UO 





$4,327 525 46 


Mr.W.C. JOHNSON made some re 


narks in 


reply. He asied whether the gentleman from 
Tennessee would afford no facilities to the Gov- 
ernment, to carry on the pnvitc bus'ness for the 
public good. The items, as the gentieman had 


summed them up, did not amount to so much as 
General Jacksoa was desirovsto have - 
for the same purpose. The plau no -ed 
was, to have a police around the baildit ) pre- 
vent their destruction by fire ; and he s ey that 
when the Treasury bu:idings were burned there 
were watchmen comfortably asleep inside, who 
were in danger of being burned with the buildings. 
This plan was, to have a witch outside to guard 


propriated 
} 


propo 


them, and also to guard, with other property, the 
residences of the officers of the Government, who 
had come here to serve the country, and who, by- 


the-by, were geneval'y the poor men o i: the country. 
If the public property here were taxed, there wou.d 
be sufficient to light and watch the too. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER was understo:d to inquire 
whether the property of the District was pot bene- 
fited by this being the seat of Government? 

Mr. W. C. JOH NEON admitted that; bat there 
were always reciprocal duties ; and it was the duty 
of Government to protect the public property. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER said he understood this to 
be a bill to estabiish a nations! guard—a guard of 
twenty-five men, at the command of the President. 
They could make nothing else of it. It was a 
proposition to increase the standing army ; it was 
also a proposition to increase the public expenses 
by $13,000 per annum. Ji was a proposition, too, 
to increase the patronage of the President, for he 
had the appointment of the captain of the guard. 

The inhabitants of the District, by a combined 
movement, appeared determined to get along only 
with national institutions. They appenees even 
determined to call upon the Goverc ment to protect 
their private property trom the torci of the incen- 
diary; or rather to call upon the poor people to the 
remote ends of the Union to do it for them. He 
was wiiling that the Government should pay for 
the protection of the public buildings; but the peo- 
ple of Georgia had as much right to cell upon the 
Government to protect their private property as the 
people of the District of Columbia; and he could 
not justify himself if he taxed the people ef Geor- 
gia for the purposes which this bill contemplated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said there was a_ tendency 
in the mind of members to run off from the ques- 
tion before the House, and to treat it as a great 
national question. What was the real point here? 
According to the gentleman from Tennessee, mil- 
lions on miliions of dollars had been expended in 
the erection of fine buildings; but, if they went be- 
yond the President's House, what did they find? The 
Ordnance Department, the Pension Office, and many 
other offices, in which were the public archives 


ae a 
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s, the whole of which 


and vainable paper were lia- 
le to be burned down by any incendiary who 
may cme to this ery from any quarter of the 


Union. He was informed thet ic had been done. 
The Treasury Department had been burned 
and the Post 

valuable 
times the 


dow n, 
and many 
d at those 


} y} 
imose DUIICe 


Office tad been burned 
navers Were then de 


"9 
Strovec; a? 
watchmen, placed th 


to waten 
t 


Ings, were dragged out cf ther beds by the heels, 
to prevent their being burned. It appeared that 
heretofore, when pubtic builsines were put up, 
they had pat men inside of theia watch them; 


and they had 
annuum to put me p in the publhe buildings 
at night. And what was now proposed? To es- 
tablish a police force to be outside, instead of being 
in comfortabie quarters inside the buildin Bat 


gone 


to the expense o 
hn to slee 


$13,000 per 


the gentleman trom Geurgia [Mr. Cooper] appear- 
ed to acton the principle that, if the watch of the 
public buildings saw anineendiary applying the 
loreh to private property, he was to say to himself, 

Well, thav’s no business of mine.” 

Phey nh pald UpWaras oO $15,000 for the 
yaar the pub properiy: ibis bill proposed to 
rganiz2 a guard, whieh would relieve thein from 
the present guard, except thoze aebcut the Capitol, 


where they had five per.ons, at an expense exceed- 


ing $5,000 perannum. If they retained these five 
persons. the additional expense would be something 
more tian » 3,000 per apnuw,; out it they dismissed 


them, there ¥« ois be a 
Toat was the whole of 
cessary tha! 


bring upa 


saving of about $1,800. 
it; and why, then, was it ne- 
he gentleman from should 
long stilng of expenditures fer this city, 


WwW 
£enunessee 





even ‘o the purchasing of stock f rthe Chesapeake 
and Ohio cenal? Al! ihe rest were public expendi 
tures, for public purpos:'s. Were they not to do 
what was politic and right, from a fear that abuses 
weuld arise? He cou'd say much more, but he was 


> 
admonished by the minuie hand of the 


e clock, and 
he hoped the question would be taken, 

Mr. COOPER said the public buil were 
destroyed in consequence of the in: fliciency of the 
guard. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said that a guard outside 
of the Treasury buildings wouid have seen that fire 
In its origin, us it took place among the woed in 
the basement. 

The debate was continued for some time, and 
various amendments were propose’; ard the bill, 
with come immaterial amendment, was reported to 
the House, and was read a third time, and passed 
— Yeas 84, nays 77. 

The House then passed the bill for lighting the 
Avenue, and other parts of the city—Yeas 78 
uavs 67. 

The Houce then adjo 


lings 


urned. 
IN SENATE. 
Fripay, June 3, 1842. 

Vr. WOODBURY presented a resolution, which 
lies over ull to-morrow; which was read as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the 
report to the 
since the statem 


irected to 
borrowed 


finances; the 


Secretary of the Trea 
how much me 
entin ht 


sury be d 
mey hi 
report On the 


Senate been 


aniuua 





rates Of interest and discount of the same; and the length of 
time for Which such sum may have been borrowed. 
Oa motion of Mr. ARCHER, the President pro 


tem. was enpowered to appoint 2 chairman for the 
Committee cn Naval Affairs, to fill the vacancy 
eeeasioned by the election of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Mancum] to the presidency of 
the Senate. 

Mr WALKER hoped theS would pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the iapanibamenl bill; 
but waived his motion at the suggestion of 

Mr. GRAHAM, who wished the Senate to in- 
dulge him by taking up a private bill for the relief 
of Hezekiah L. Thistie. 

Mr. BUCHANAN was always anxious to in- 
dulge any gentleman; but, as the Legislature of 
Peansylvania was in a day or tw to be in ses- 
sion, he hoped the Senate would proceed to the 
consideration of the apportionment bl, and have 
the question taken on its engrossment to-day. 

Mr. GRAHAM withdrew his motion; and 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, the Senaie pro- 
ceeded to the consideration, asin committee of the 
whole, of 


nate 
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THE APPORTION NMENT BILL. 
The question pending, when the Senate adjourned 
On yesteiday, was motion of Mr. Wricuart to 
amend the 


following see! bill: 

















ihe 


ion of the 


Sec. 2. An That, in every case when 
a State is entttied to more Ul e Representauve, the number 
which i State shall be entided under this apportionment 
shall be elecced by districts, composed of contiguous territory, 
equalin namber to the number of Representatives to which 
istate may be entitled—no one district electing more than 

Ol i 


Lepre citative, 

fr. Wricut had moved to strike from the above 
section the words “no «ne district electing more 
than one Representative,” an? to insert the words 
“as far as that can be done in conformity with the 
established election systems of the Siater; but no 
State shall, by virtue of the provisions of this see- 
lion, consider itself cailed upon to divide counties, 


or other election districts, for the purpose of fur- 
nishing single districts.” 
Mr. BAGBY cbserved, that whatever the views 


atols en this sik 


revard to the se 


ie of the kouse might be, with 
cond section of tLe bijl—whether 


modified, as proposed, or not—e was opposed to it 
in any form in which it could be presented. He 
considered ita proposition wuolly unconst::uuonal. 


This Gov 


exe res 'y 


ses no powerr, except those 
the Constitution, and the 
sary for carrying out those 
expressed powers. ‘This he showed from the con- 
text of the in itself; and be pointed par- 
ticularly to the power granted by the Constitution 
to the Legislatures of the electing two 
Seuators each; and asked, was not the same right 


rnment poss 
eranted to it in 
power to pass laws nece 
rent 


rau 


Siates, of 


insured to the peop'e of the Siates to elect their 
own Representatives. What, he asked, was it 
that Jed to the Revolution, but the denial of the 


right of representation? and was not this Constitu- 
teen agiaranty cf tie correciive? 


Some gentiemen scem 
genera!-ticket 
a 


o think that although the 
system may be more convenient to 
some of the States, yet precede: it, and the sanction 
of years, have bee n in favor of the district system. 
In great political questions, however mech entitled 
to consideration both precedent and the sanction of 
former ages may be, yet the experience and the 
judgment of the rresent generation should, in bis 
mind, be entitled to preference. He could not see 
any weight in the arguments used by some gentle- 
men, that mere local interests should be represent- 
ed in the House of Representatives. The object 
was to represent the people of the States respective- 
ly: and who composed the people? In speaking of 
the people of England, we donot mean the people 
of Londo», or of apy particular district or collec- 
tion of districts; or, 1n speaking ot the people of 


France, no one means the pecple of Paris or Bor- 
deanx alone. The people are the inhabitants, 
collectively, of any sovereignty. In this couniry 


the people of esch State are, collectively, interest- 
ed in the relation which that State bears to the 
General Government; and it was only by the gen- 
eral-ticket system they could obtain their proper 
representation. 

He reviewed in detail the arguments in favor of 
the district system, pointing out iheir faliacy as he 
proceeded, and showing that the operation of such 
a system, instead of producing that balance of in- 
terests in ‘he Nationa! Legislature contemplated 
by the framers of the Constitution, would destroy 


that balance. If the effect of the general-ticket 
system was to give the large populations of the 


Jarge States a preponderance over the small popu- 
lations of the small States, tha' was a cireumstance 
foreseen by the framers of the Constitution; and it 
was weil understood that such preponderance was 
inevitabl To balance it, the Senate was consti- 
tuted upon such a foundation as to secure to every 
State, whether large or small, an equality im ils 
representation in one branch of the Legislature. 
Allusion was made yesterday, by the honorable 
and distinguished Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
CRITTENDEN,] to that State which he (Mr. B.) had 
the honor, in part, to represent. He believed the 
Senator was not acquainted with the circumstances 
which operated on the State of Alabama to make 
the change from the district to the general -ticket 
system. If he were acquainted with those circum- 


stances, he would know tbat there was no scramble 
in that State for party power, 


He would do al} 
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parties in that Siate the justice to say that the 


, 
whole peo; ot that Stale were In th 
Matter by higher ana Bobier miohy tian those ol 
mere partisan ascendency. Ils icial station in 


that State at the lime gave him pportunity of 


knowing the entiments of Alaban > aud it gave 


him pleasure to be eble to as-ure the honoral 
Senator that he was mistake Indeed, he ec 
not conceive upon what grouncs e senator as- 
sumed that it Was Unconstitulional to mak uchiha 
change. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN acked it be understeod the 
Senaior to say that he bad assert at Alabama 
had violated the Constituticn in adepiipg the gen- 


em? 


efral-iicke!l 


y 
Mr. BAGBY explained that h 1 not und 


stand the Senator a n ence to Aila- 
bama alone; but what } ndersta was, that 
the Senator had urged the une nality 

the general-tickel ystem, and the constitution: 


alii of the 


Mr. CRIfTENDEN ry 


never 
say the general-ticket sysiem was unco niion 
Until Congre hould make ¢ eulaion direc 
a different m, he consi it neral-ticke 
System as cons iulicnal as anj ier. 

Mr. BAGBY asked wheth he uneerst 1 the 
Senator from Keniucky have said that the 
change was effected in Alabama for party pur- 


poses? 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, with a!] candor, wet 


’ 

adinit that he did say, su lailv, thatthe change 
took place {rom party cunsiderat , al » Carry 
out party view That was bis understanding, 
from ihe gener: epres¢ alto mi o nin. ite 
had stated it by wey of elucidation, andnot witha 
view to cast any ui j my l i } 

of Alabama. He knew ihat,in the anxious pur- 
suit ior parly Objects, eaca 5S > Wi . 
able to be induced to thi em for party pur- 
posts. He disclaimed at the time avy unjast impu- 


tation against Alabama 
Mr. BAGBY 


man’s explanation; but he only regretted that he 


was gratified to hear 


had gleaned ali his information from one side— 
the Whig side. If he had procured information 
from both sides, he would not have bevieved that 
the change was desizned for party purposes. He 
repeated that, in the then sta public opinion, a 
majority of the people of Al. a was decidedly 





in favor of the gene 

He contended th: 
hope, by any change from the general-ticket sys- 
tem to the district system, to effect the chkimerical 
object of representing mineritivs, as well as major- 
ities. The whole foundation of the republican in- 





Stituuuons of this country was based on the princie 
ple of the majority being entitled the govern: 
ment of the whole. The very privcipls of the ca- 
pacity of men to govern themselves it { cn this 
element of republican institulions. He did not 
Wish to be understood as denying the rights of 
minorities. Hehad been bred iv the school of 
minorities; but he believed tae right of those in 
the minority was secured in the right to vote. 


He suppoited his argument as to the unconsti- 
tuuionality of the cistrie 


the proceedings of conventions in several States. 


He asked, would any gentleman ccutend ihat it w 

constitutional to divide one county entitled to four 
members, into four districts, con g a voter to 
vole for < nly ene member, en fenying him the 


right of voting tor the other three Representatives 
et his county?) The Cor ution entitles the voter 
of the county to vote ac ing t peciive 
numbers; and the respective numbers of that coun- 
ty entitle it to four members Ss says no 
voter in such county sha!! vote for these four mem- 
bers: how can such an order be constitutional? 
And if it is not in this case, it cannot be in re peci 
to the whole State. 

If it was true that the adoption of the general- 
ticket system would lead to a great, overgrown 
oligarchy, it was not his fault, or that of the Sena- 
tor; for he was quiie satisfied both had the same 
object in view—'he best means of securing popular 
rights. But, if any change was necessary, itcou d 
not, he contended, be effected constitutionally in 


any other way than that pointed out by the Consti- 
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tution itself. Would the Senator from Kentucky 

say that sech an organic law could be passed, ac- 
cording to the Constitution? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN exp! 

! 


made use of the term ‘*orga 


ained, that he had 
ic law” in referenct 
resentalives, 

Mr. BAGBY was giad the Senator had called 
his attention back to the organ!zauon of the House 
of Representatives. He considered it a great mis- 
lake to uppose that jocai Interests were to be rep- 


resented in detail in ihat House:—these details 
were taken care of in State Legislatures: it 
would be wholly out of place te introdece local 
ntivences into a National Legislature, intended to 
represent the people of a e collectively, in ret- 
erence io matiers of nauicnal import, or affecting 
h nte ef States Mr. B. dwelt for some 
time cn this sunjec', iiustrating ht areuments by 
nany p ilat ing tO deductions in support oi 


} 


represented 


He wanted to h ive he whole pec p 
e number of their Representatives. He 


1 the whol 

\ 1 to enjo e rightof an American citizen, 
which he co: red paramount to the rights of 
either a Senator or Representative; and it was in 
maint ce of that primary right, that he con- 
er for the enjoymen! cf the right to vete for 
every Representative of ti- Sd as well as for 
ihe R presentative of his OWB Viemity. 

This bill was not only consututional in principle, 
but grossly unconstitutional in i's details. It is con- 
te that Congre as power over the time, 
manner, and place of elect.ous, la the power 
to € her uialio ot the alt But he could 
point out maby t gs inrelation to the ume, man- 
ner, and place ct elections, which solely belonged 
to the Sta and which Congress could not 
constitutionally atiempt toregniate. And if Con- 
gres was precluded from interfering im any cne 
thing, if conld not be more certain than thatit was 
precluded from interfering in the manner proposed 
by this bill. It may be passed into a Jaw; but it 
will be a dead-letter law, for itnevercan be car- 
ried out. He did not know how many Sia es 


would obey it; buat be knew at least one Siate 
which never would. It might be called an order, 
a mandaie, ora regulation; its name, however, 
would notsanction its usurpation. He would ask 
for the grant uf the power, sztisfied that it could 
not be produced. If gentlemen are conviacec that 
tee ericsis has arrived ia which it is imperatively ne- 
act, and to act decisively, how dil it 
happen that they stopped short halfway, and pro- 
pesed to accomplish only half the work necessary 
to carry out the change they contemplated? Why 
not come cut like men, and, ifthey have ihe power, 
assert it, when the necessity js SO apparent and im- 
He could not help looking to the conse- 
s which must result from this bill being 


eexsary 10 


perk us? 


quence 


adupted, and attempted to be carried out in its 
present form. These consequences are unavoida- 
ble. 


He did not deny the power of Congress over the 
lime, mauner, and place of clections, in reference 
to making or altering >, or neglected 
to be mad this power did not, 

ce with any 
personal right secured tu every tizen by the Con- 
fe would ijjusirate his meaning: As to 
ress might direct a particalar day for 
such as the first August; as to place, 
ught direct that the eiections shou'd be 
county seats of each county, or in dif- 
precincts; as to manner, it might direct the 
eto be iaken by baliot or vive voce; but it could 
not, consututionally, order a voter to vote for one 
man and not another. Now, here was an uncon- 
situational usurpation of power, which would be a 
direct violation of the Constiiution. 

He maintained that every qualified voter of a 
State bad the right to vote for every member to 
which such Sfate was entitled to represent her in 
the House. If any other course was pursued, the 
design of the Constitution wouid be defeated; for 
the Constitution secures to each State her proper 
quota of Representatives, to be elected by the peo- 
ple of such State—not by a portion of the people, 
but by the whele people. He argued that, if the 


g regulations made 


States; but 


I 
by tne 
ard could not, reach to the interfere 








vot 
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Cistrict system was a proper one by the Constitu- 
tion, Congress had the power to adopt it, and fix 
its details; but that she had no right to call upon 
any State to do it. An act making such a call, 
would be therefore unconstitutional. The march 
of Federal power was to be more strongly marked 
in this Congress, than by any preceding one since 
the formation of the Government. He meant that 
ihe Federal Government had made, and was ma. 
king, greater stretches towards engrossing the pow- 
ers of the States, than at any previous period in 
the history of Congress. 

The National Treasury, too, had become as emp- 
ty as space. The Government is bankrupt; its 
credit is destroyed. You have instituted loans, and 
gone into market with your certificates, which could 
not be disposed of on any terms. You have re- 
fused to bring back to the Treasury one of the 
standing sources of revenue. You beg with one 
hand, and give away with the other. One of the 
Federal encroachments was to be found 1n the es- 
tablishment of the bankrupt,law, which Congress 
had refused te suspend. ‘The bill before the Sen- 
ute Was another -step towards Federal encroach- 
ment. A measure was now in progress in this 
body—for what purpose? For the purpose of strip- 
ping the States ct their criminal jursdiction—not 
in alicases, batsuch as the Feceral Government, 
in i's discretion, thinks proper to prescribe. 

He hoped this course of legislation would soon 
be arrested, and that a return would be made to 
the first principles of this Government. He viewed 
the tendencies of such measures as this, in connex- 
ion with other measures infringing upon the sov- 
ereign powers of the several States, as the lion’s 
tracks on the broad plain—all leading to one den. 
No encroachment coald be made on the sovereign 
powers of the States that did not weaken them, 
and, in the same ratio, aggrandize and consolidate 
power in the Federal Government. This was a 
pregression that could not long continue, without 
reaching a point at which an organic change would 
be inevitable. 

Suppose it should happen that this law would be 
passed? he asked, what would be the first question 
put to gentlemen on théir return to their constitu- 
ents?) Wonid it noi be, Whatin the word put it 
into your head to vote for this change? What 
occasion was there fur it? We did not call for it, 
or Want it. The people cf Georgia, of Alabama, 
of Mississippi, &e., &c., did not call for it or want 
it. There was no necessity for it. 

Mr. GRAHAM wished very much to see the 
vote taken on this cecasion; and it was, therefore, 
with reluctance he felt himself obliged to delay 
that event by expressing his views in relation to 
the subject. He had lis'ened with great attention 
to the remarks of the Senator from Alabama, and 
was nota little surprised’ to find a doctrine—ad- 
vanced by him for the first time, as far as he knew— 
that all the States are constitutionally bound to es- 
tablish the general-ticket system. 

Mr. G. entered at large into the refutation of this 
doctrine, and quoied several passages from the 
Federalist to show that the district sysiem was the 
mode of electing membets to the popular branch 
of the National Legislature, contemplated by the 
founders of the Constitution. He had not been 
able to find, in the debates 1n the Convention, that 
any one was in favor of the adoption of the gener- 
al-licket system. The district system was adopted 
by most of the States immediately after the ratifi- 
cation of the Constitution; and, among these, was 
the Siate of Virginia, in which Mr. Madison, Gen. 
Washington, and many of the framers of the Con- 
stitution resided. It was clear, then, that the sys- 
lem was considered not only undoubtedly consti- 
tational, but most eligible. He next reviewed the 
evidences of public opinion in favor of the district 
system, from the organization of the Government 
down to the year 1816. It was asystem so much 
in favor with the people of North Carolina, that 
Dr. Smith brought the subject before the House of 
Representatives in 1820, in a resolution in favor 
of an ameadment to the Constituiion—that Repre- 
sentatives should be so elected; and the vote on it 
was 94 yeas, 54, nays; and it was only for 
want of two-thirds that it failed. He referred to 
Mr. McDuffie’s report in favor of making a uni- 
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form law for the election of members for the House 
of Representatives, in the sentiments of which he 
fully concurred. 

Mr. G. for the purpose of showing that this was 
not the first time that the subject of districting the 
States had been agitated in Congress, read extracts 
from this report of Mr. McDuflie, to establish the 
fact that it had not only received the countenance 
of Congress, bat of the people of the States. He 
coincided with that gentleman, that it was highly 
expedient to adopt that system. He arzued that in 
every country of which he had any knowledg 
where a representative Government existed at all, 
they had not elected by the whole mass of the vo- 
ters; but, on the other hand, inevery country which 

ssessed freedom to any extent, the people had 
elected their public agents by districts, parishes, 
counties, or Whatever they were called; so that ey- 
idences of the public opinion might be brought to 
the capital. In order to have a correct representa- 
tion, there should be something of intimacy be- 
iween the Represeniative and his constituents, so 
that he might explain to them the opinions which 
he entertained ot public affairs, and give to them 
an account of his stewardship. ‘Fhis was the case 
where the district system was in force, but wot so 
with the general-ticket system. 

In order to have a fair 1epresentation, it was ne- 
cessary that the Representative should have an op- 
portunity to meet the people he represents face te 
face. This could only be done by the district sys- 
tem. When the districts are madeof a conven.ent 
size, €@ man must have more worth than mere 
talent to recommend him to the consideration of the 
people—he must also have virtue, which was es- 
sential in a Representative. He believed it was ne- 
cessary, to preserve the Representative system in its 
purity, to bring the representative to a close al- 
jiance with the constituency. This could not be 
done through the general-tieket system. Of the 
virtues of the candidates, it would be diflicalt 


‘for the mass vf population of a State to know. 


Mr. G. contended that the evidences of the pub- 
lic sentiment were in favor of the district system. 
We quoted Mr. Madison, from the Federalist, to 
sustain him in the position that the plan proposed 
was expedient and proper; and, so fartrom being a 
rule through which to acquif® new power, it was 
one merely to produce uniformity. Theo system 
was not a novel one, but was jong known to the 
American people, and was pressed upon the con- 
sideration of Congress by the people, not only as a 
matter of experience, but as a constitutional pro- 
vision, for the purpose of preventing the instiiutions 
of the country from failing inio the hands of a iac- 
tion. 

{t was admitted, he believed, on all hands, so 
far as he understood the argument, that Coneress 
might district the States, and cause the Representa- 
lives to be elected according to the distric! system; 
yet, it was argued, that if sbe preferred the district 
system, she must execute the law—she must lay 
off the districts, but could not command the Siates 
to do it; that is, if she legislated at all upon the 
subject, she could not do it partially, bat must do 
it fully, and leave nothiig to depend upon the voli- 
ion of the States. 

Now he (Mr. G.) maintained that, by the super- 
seding power in the Constitution, which gives Con- 
gress the right to alter the regulations of the Siates 
as to the times, places, and manner of election of 
Representatives, she had. the right to declare that 
the district system should be adopted, without ex- 
ecuting it. Ste has the right to supersede what 
the States have done upon the subject, which in- 
volved the further right to make. The power given 
to the States over the subject was as a mere trus 
teeship, and not absolute; but liable to be super- 
seded, and capable of being controlled by the action 
ot Congress. If Congress has the power to esiab- 
lish and lay off the district system, she has the pow- 
er, also, to grant a trusteeship to execute the law 
lor her. 

Mr. BUCHANAN had not yet spoken on this 
subject at all, nor did he know that he would; but 
ltappeared to him that the Senator had not yet 
touched on the main point; and that was, whether 
he considered Congress had a right to order the 
States to carry out this law? and, if so, how the 
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| power Is to be enior and, it Congress passe 
the Jaw, was it not bound also to carry it out 
itself ? 





he understood 


the whole 
that 


Mr. GRAHAM said 
from New York to cc 
ail he con‘e: 


the Senator 
ncede power; and 


‘ed for was Congress might 





as, i > al 
\ts discretion, exercise the power in part, in preter- 
ence {0 an exercise of the whole power. But 
unul Congress acted, the power of the State Legis- 
latures over the ques.ion was fell, But the power 
became absolute in Congress so soon as she acted 
upon the subject. In reply to the argument that 
there was no cause ior the ac'ion of Congress, no 
Siate having fa to provide for election of Rep 
reseniaitves; he maintained that Congress could act 
without a Siate being indetauit. He did: think 
it was proper to defer the exercise of such a power 
till some State shou be in default. It was better 
to provide in anticipation, and not wait Ul such 
defanit should } k the fee s and aflec- 
lions of the people wou ixed. 

In conclusion, he con led that if the Legisla- 
tures of the'sStat nould fail to distriet the Stat 
under this law, C ore WOUu!Id DE ob ged io - 
clare elections under any oiher system null and 
void. It would not be necessary, in default cf 
action by any Sates, to attempt to force, by the 


powers of the General Government, any such 
States to act. If they } 
law, their Representative 
a new election ordere 


failed to elect 

would be 1 *puciate land 
He further argued that it 
would be a departure ym the theory of tue Con- 
stitution, and from what it was intended by its fra- 
mers, (0 adopta general-ticket 
rather to a representatl ates than to | 
ual citizens. The Senate the body in which, 
by the Constitution, the States, as sovereiguties, 
ed; and ithe House of 
Representatives the body in which the people were 


under the 


system, which looked 





n ole narvid- 





Was 
were intended to be represent 


intended to be represented—not ascommunities, but 
as individuateitiz The individuals 
would be ed vp and lost sight of, if the 


principle of representing States or communiues in 


. 
ti 


loterests of 





sWaliow 








beth branches of Coneress should be established a 
a principle. 

Mr. WALKER observed, that before the Legis- 
lature of bis State siould meet at its next regular 
session, il toils bill wi ed in its present form 
the election of her Repre-entaiives must take place 
before any law of the State can be passe carry 
out the ma of © r How, then, was 
the State to be represented at the next Congress, | 
ihe power exi jee 9° ifs Representative 
for not being elected in conformity with this law? 

He conteuded that this bill weald be a return to 
the principles of the old ¢ ederation. Both Mr 
Madis: n ai j Mr Je fF hnhnad d cia}§re { } > fiers 
ence between the o!d Confederation and the ne 
Constitujon of the Untied Siaies, \ 4 2 
powers ol the « i | C n I on were exer¢ ed S 
imperative mandates on States; whereas th 
Constitution secured to the Siates the principle that 
no powers should exe ed over the States but 
those they agreed specifically should be so exer- 
ci ed. 

li was never contemplated by the framers of the 
Constitution that Congress would pass a law com- 
pelling a State to pass a law, any more thai ati 
would have power toc pei a man to ve for a 
law which he believes to be unconstitutional ip 


pose the Siate of Alabama should continue of 


Opinion that the 
elections sh 


he Constitution is 
t: What would be 


the consequence of attemp!ing to enforce this 


; aly 
snaii be y gf ICKE 


law 
ordering them to chahee their system to the dis- 
trict system, but that Alabama should either go 
without any representaucn, or that her e:tize 
should be compelled to vote for a law they be- 
lieve to be unconstitutional? This is going back 


nfederation, the great 
says, Was, 
sued its mandates to sovere gn States, compelling 
them to obedience. 

Every law which Congress has power to 
must have power to exccu' Who will 
lo execute law? Will it be the Presiden: of 
the United States, who is sworn to carry on 
laws of Congress? Can he go into every State, 
and compel legislators to assemble and pass a law, 


to the princip'es of the ol: Cc 


evil of which, Mr. Jefferson that it is- 


pass, it 
t 


this 


tine 
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and then compel the Governor to sign the jaw? 


The proposition involves an absurdity. The whole 
aosuraity. 


proy 
thing is an 

Mr. B: 
granted that, when a 


itis either for 


He took it for 
question isasked in argument, 
the purpose of obiaining an answer, 


n'erpose : 





or for assuming the admission of an implied con- 
clusion. Now, he was ready to answer the Sena- 
tor’s questions, bunt not to admit his inference. His 
answer Was, that there was netiher absardity nor 
want of pr nt in this mode cf using a power, 
ihout assert the execution of the law, which 
Ss teft for th o' ates ine m-ce.ves to execnite, 
He red t ic 15th paragraph of the Sth 
ction of lst article of ihe Constitution, fora 
ase in pe Phat paragraph Congress shall 
have p provide for organizing, arming, 
and disciclining the miltiia, and tor governing such 
part of them as may be empivoyed in the service of 
the Unite tes, reserving the States respect- 
ively the ntikit of the officers, and the au- 
lborty of training the militia aeeording to the 
discipline prescribed by Congress.”? Now, he asked 
the Sena f ! ppl, [Mr. Wa .ier,] was 
not this an instance ich Congress had the 
power to pass a law regulating the discipline of the 
militia? be said, because the State 
had the appon nt of the cflicers, and the officers 
command he militia, Congress could not make 
uce of that ( to execuie its own law. It was 


for Congre » make the law, and for the State 
Legisiatures to provide the means of Carrying it 
} the case in relation to the bill 


S47 WEP ac S Sf eles IRS 
ALKERsaid,if that was 


so, Congress must 





wait till the rs are appointed by the States be- 
fore itean atlempt to carry out its law by military 
force. And here the Senator had given a clear ce- 
mor ion that the President would have no busi- 
nes§ going into a State to carry out this law. 

Mr. GRAHAM referred to other instances in 

hich no redress could be had for not carrying out 
a law 

Mr. WALSER considered it was the officers 
appointed to cairy out the laws who Were amena- 
bie to Congress for not carrying them out—not the 
cluzeos, wh y their coustituucaal obligation 
to obey th ¥. Wasthere any power to passa 
law to carry this law into efieet, should the officers 





App ito carry it out failto do so? It could 
not be dane; Ww 1 shov it is not a power 
wither ning of t o in the Constitu- 
lion, that Congress shall have power to pass all 
necessary to carry out the enumerated pow- 

ers oft tiluuion 
J cause be wished to discourage collisions 
beiweea es and the General Governiment, 
that h ) oppose this clause. He was 


tem; but he was opposed 


io carrying ji to such extremes as to carve up dis- 
tricts in such a manner as to make them tempta- 
tio ree indering from one to another. He 
mid look upon this law asa law tending 
o bring Cc j for the result 


contempt; 


would be, it it is passed, that Representatives 


elec c :vention of the law must be ad- 
} uis—evineing a practical iliustra- 
Mr. RIVES had listened with attention to the re- 
ma f nator {fr North Carolina, so well 
and so eloquen'ly expressed; and wou'd not have 
lup to say a word, had it not been tor the al- 


lusion which the Sena‘or had made to the action of 


Vire-nia in 1816. He agreed in every thing the 
Senator had said in favor of the dis'rict system in 
eferenc seneral-ticket system. But he 


the proceedings to which the 
uded were for the purpose of pro- 


curing an a iment to the Constitution, and not 
‘ y in¢d:eation that Congress ought to exercise 
the pi « He ch need the Senator to point onta 

itary instance in which it had ever been proposed 
or sug { t Congress should exercise this power 
of ordering t distriet system to be established 
hroughout the Sia‘es. Ii was too delicate a power 
to be used without imperious necessity. His main 


t nnanswered : it was, that if this 


another Congress might come 


how, 
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in, ‘and, for parly purposes, repeal 
the general-t cket system. 

Mr. HENDERSON, in answer to the question 
which had been repeatedly asked, Wouid Congress 
command the obedience of the States? replied by 
reading the Clause in the bill, and stating that ai! 





it, and establish 


“Congress conceived it necessary to do was io pas: 


the law. [twas the duty of the Legislature 
States to carry it out. 
Mr. MORiHEAD obtained the floor; but the 


hour being late, moved an adj which 


ot the 


ournment, 


was agreed to, aid 
Toe Senate then adjonraed. 


HIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 3, 1842. 
rARRETYT DAVIS submitted the follow- 
ing resolutic 


Resolved, Th Pre t t { ‘ State 1 
uested | hoe t KK t t t er 
commi 1 » fol New ‘ 
house, cor i i } May, 4 , peutly 
continued, | Ww i it Ww 
the saine Was 
for what pus l cont icu, a when il is 1 t wu 
termin e it 
Resolved, Thatt Pr i I further requested to ca 
a stateme i { su ) Ss —specifying 
amount pal rea individual connected with it, for daily com 
peo ation, fra Wig > many o ra 
ticularly, and the date of va paymen ob mimu 
the Ilo R I ily > i n what tt ! said ji 
ments we ra i 


Mr. PR FEIT and others objected to the 
tion of the res on, 

Mr. DAVIS m ved asusnension of the rules for 
its recepuon. 

ir. PROFFIT called for the yeas and nx 
that it might be < 
ness. 
The aves and noes were not order 
fr. CUSHING rose to a quesnon of orde 


r. 
The gentleman from Kentacky had subm i two 
resolutions; and he contended that it was not inor- 
der to move a suspension of the rule; to receive 
two resolutions at ocece. He desired the motion 
to suspend sould be read, that he migat linog 


how :t would stand onthe record. 
The CLer«k exp'ained. 
Mr. CUSHING repeated, that the motion was 


to suspend for ihe purpose of receiving two reso- 
lutions, thoueh they were on one paper. 

Mr. G. DAV!S said, thoveh they were two res- 
ojutions, they were on one sulyect. 

Mr. CUSHING reiterated that il was sufficient 
tha! they were two resolutions. 

Mr. DAVIS, to oby > {ne objec rons, iid bh 
would modify the resolutions, by striking out the 
Jast ‘‘resolved,” and inserung the word “and, 


Mr. PROFFIT ssid he wou!ld aot have object- 
el, but he knew they would be cut off from expia- 
nation. 

The ru'es were then suspended, and the resolu- 
tion was reccived 


Mr. G. DAVIS then moved the previous qnes- 
tion; which was susiained by the Hlvuse, anu the 
re oration v doped, 

Mr. ¢ PBELI then offered the resolation 
which tie submitied yesterday, to fix 3 + ez on 


the lith ci July fer the adjournment ©. Conare 
sine die. 


{ Cries of “No, no,’ and “Asreed.”)] 

He then moved the suspension of the rules, on 
which he coiled for the ayes and noes; which being 
ordered, resntied as foliows: Aves 89, noes 84. 


There nh being tWo- mrds in the 
the rules were nol  Basp ended 

Mr. RANDOLPH offered a resolution to fix the 
day succeeding that on which the army appropria- 
tion bill should be disposed cf, io go into Commit- 
tee of ihe Whole on the tar ff or revenue bill. 

Mr. PROF FIT and others objected. 

Mr. RANDOLPH moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. COWEN hoped the Hense wou! 
with the private business 
ate business of this day. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia having msde a few 
observations on a point of order, which was over- 
ruled by the SprakeR— 

Mr. RANDOLPH ealled for the ayes and noes 


on the question of suspension of the rales, 


uit 


affirmative, 


1 proceed 
5, WHICA Was lhe aj prop 
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M* ATRERTON a ee ‘is cnaiman ¢ the United States with the British coloniai ports, &e 
Comriit'e2 of Was sand Means when he cael Read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
to yorton th jeet. Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 


Mr. STANLY : nd others. “Order, order!” 

The ayes and noes were then ordered, and re- 
sulted as foliows: Ayes 89, noes 87. 

The ru'es were not suspended. 

Mr. COWEN inoved that the Tou 
ce'f into Commitiee ot the Whole, for the purpose 

f considering the bii's on the private calendar. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Ohio, that there was a bill which wou!d first come 


up, as unfinished business, during the morning 


e resolve it- 





hour. 

Mr. CUSHING inguired if reports were not the 
order of business during the morning hour; and, 
if so, whether the m n of the gentieman froin 
Obio [Mr. Cowen] would not require a suspension 
of the at by RES two-thirds? 


Mr. CUSHII NG hoped, then, that the orders of 
the day wou!'d be adhered to. 

Mr. COWEN said this was the cay on which 
sexe private biils were to be disposed of as could 

» passed without cebate; and the bill to which the 
oe alrer had 1 uded, (which was understood to be 
a bill for the relief of Hugh Stuart,) must, 
fore, be necessarily rejecte 
lon. 

Mr. CUSHING remarl 
get on with the | 


there- 
1, from that considera- 


ed that they never should 
usiness of the Howe until they 


returned to the o'd rules; and he insisted upon the 

committees being called for reportg for one hour 
from t tin 

vrezt confusion, and eries of “take your seats 7} 

Nir, R. W. THOMPEZON hoped the gentleman 

from Massachusetts [Mr. Cu:ninec}] wou ‘a yield to 


bim, so that he might have the onportunity to sub- 





mit a resolution, which was essential to the busi- 
hes ( ac tte 

The resolution was read for information, and it 
was designed to give ane select committee, ap- 
pointed on the 13h rt ier 





; ss oh r y l- oo , 
for furnishing ad finixh'ng the New York custom- 
} 
u 


house, power io employ a clerk, and to sit during 
tae sit ines of the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER was anderstood to intimate that 
ending motioa made by the chairman 


the Judiciary Committee, to print an additional 
Mr. FILLMORE said that would give rise to 


Mir. CUSHING moved to lay the report of the 
Judiciary Committ: 1t le, 
Mr. ROOSEVELT said it appeared to 
the public interests would saffer by a e 
ot time on these motions, for he thought the army 
dppropriation bill should be disposed of. He would 
Make any sacrifice tor tie purpose of going cn 
with the consideration of that bill; and he there- 
fore moved that the House now 1 
a Commitiee of toe Whole for the purpose of ta- 





him that 
nspmption 


"so.ve tiseii into 


fir. FIL LVORE kovel the gentleman would 
Witacraw the motion, to ailov him to make a re- 
port from he Committee ¢ Ways and M 

Mr. CUSHING said h> shovid object to any 
besiness which should be a depariure from 
usual order of business. Lie wished the morning 
hour io be deyuted to lis proper busicess 

} 


eral voices, addressed to Mr. 
cried, **Atake vour report.” 

Mr. FELLMORS then ri ported a bill for the 
raising « 1 revenne for the year 1842 

The bi!l was read a first and seeond time. 

Mr. FILLMORE then moved that it be commit- 
ted to the Commiitee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, avi that it be prinied; also, that 5,000 
ex'ra copies be printed 

The motion was azreed to. 

Mr rendtamecace hen submitted a resolution to 
fix Monday next, at 1 o'clock, oO terminate debate 
in Commitire ot the Whole on the military appro- 
priation bill; which was adopted, after some objec- 
tion, by the aves and noes—ayes 93. noes 8) 

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill to provide for 
reciprocity in the commercial intercourse of the 


FILLMORE, 


| 


j 


1] 


| 


Mr. ~ hag ELY, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, rep rte ‘da bill to provide for the pro. 
tection of the people of Florida from todian depre- 
dations, and for the oceupation of that Territory, 
Read twiee, and referred to the Commit‘ee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. ROOSEVELT, th: House re. 
solved itself ino Committee «f the Whole on the 
state of the UJaion, (Mr. Unperwoop of Kentucky 
in the chair,) and resamed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the support of the 
army for the year 1842 

Mr. HALSTED said that, in order to ascertain 
what reductions shontd be made in the army, it 
Was nec’s-a y to consider the situation of the coun- 
try, the frontiers, &e. He should only advocate 

ich a reduction as was absolutely necessary, and 
net such ar ‘ticn as would tend to the material 





injury of the « ce. He was satisfied there should 
be no reductioa ia the rank and file of the army, 


but there shou!d be adiminution of the siaff, and pac. 
ticularly the sepernumerary officers added by the 
act of 1838. He sated some of the reasons why 
he should go azamsta reduction of the rank and 
file. The army was less, ia proportion to the 
population of the country, than itever was. In 
1792, when the population of the United States 
was only 3,000,000, the rank and file of the army 
was more than 5,000. At later periods the propor- 
tion was almosi es great. During a part of Mr. 
Jefferson’s administration, which was looked to as 
a standard of economy, ihe army was much larger 
in proportion to ihe population ef the country, than 
it is now. This, toon, was when there was no 
expectation of war. In 1821, the population of the 
none was 9,000 000, and the rank and _ file 

tt 6,009. Did the sane proportion exist at 
ae , the rank and file of the army would now 
be 110 100; Whereas it was but 9.000. In all these 
calculations he spoke of the rank and file only, and 
did not include the staff. He compared the pro- 
portion of the army to the population here and in 
Europe. In refurence to the expense of the army 
he thought we one nsider the numbers who 
had to bear it. Alsen considering the efficiency 
of the army. the extent of our tercitory ought to be 
regarded. ‘ihe smail States in Europe which kept 
were not, many of them, as large 





nch armies, too, 
as one ol Our siates. 

He compared the number of our fortifications 
now, withthe number yearre ago; and thence argued 
the necessity of having an increased number of 
men to garrison them. Military men had declared 
that it would require 4800 to garrison our forts in 
the East; and in the West, aczsording to the lowest 
estimate, 7,000 mea. Therefo Ie, ail of our present 
force Was but Suificient to garrison the forts now 
constructed for the defence of the country. 

He went inio a statement of the number of In- 
Cian warriors inthe West. He said there were two 
the number who could be brought into 
and the other that 66,- 
ayed against us. He cited the 
names of General Gratiot, Mr. Harris, General 
Maconib, and others, as authority for these facts. 
He alco alluded to the fact that General Jackson, 
Mr. Van Buren, Mr. Butler, and Mr. Poinsett, had 
a!' recommended an increase of the army to about 
15,000 men. The Senate, too, in 1838, passed a 
bill increasing the army 6,584 men. ‘Phis number 
was reduced to 3,590 by the House, and the num- 
ber 4,500 was finaily agreed upon by the two 
Houses. 

In addition to these authorities, he referred to 
another, because gentlemen were so much in the 
habit of sneering at the recommendations coming 
from the depariments. General Scott had actually 
recommended an increase of two regiments. Here 
was a rec mmendation of a large increase by a 
man every way qualified to judge, whose fame and 
patriolism, whose experience and acquaintance 
with the military art were undoubted, and who was 
entirely disin‘erested in any increase. The opinion 
. ene ai Seott required no confirmatioy. If it 

, he could produce the reports made from the 
War Department, from Builer, Poinsett, and Spen- 


estimates of 


that 40,009, 
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cer, and the mess 
Van Buren. 

He denied that the increase in 1838 caused 
by the Florida war. The army was only increased 
at that time so as to be on a proper peace establish- 
ment. General Jackson never regarded the Flori- 
da war aS requiring much effort by the Fe leral 
Governmen', for he declared he could put it down 
with fifty women. That war was firs brought 
upon the country by the inefficiency of our army, 
and the $20,000,000 spent in it would have been 

saved if we had had an efficient force to keep the 

Indian tribes in check from the heginning. So, too, 
with the Black Hawk war, neve; would 
have broken out, but for the meagre military force 
in that region. 

He differed with the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. McKeon,] who thovght the officers 
be preserved and the men cismissed. ‘That gen- 
tleman thought the oflic rs shculd be retained, be- 


sof Presidents Susie and 





wads 


whieb 


’ 
should 


cause it was not easy to cbiain scient fic men, while 
the ranks could be filled up at any moment. He 
thought the reverse would be the fact. There 


would always be officers enough—always can‘di- 
dates enough for the emoluments and the distine- 
tions of office. The difficulty would be in obiain- 
ing men. 

In the last war there was no scarcity of 
but it was hard to enlist a sufficient 
men. It was better, he maintained, to keep the 
men while we had them, than to reiy upon raw te- 
cruits for future emergencies. He quoted the au- 
thority of General Towscn to prove that volunteers 
were much more expensive than regular troops. 
Volunteers were generally mounted. Secre- 
tary of War, in the late war, had many more 
mounted volunteers than he wished. Cavalry pay 
was higher, and therefore men volunteered with 
their horses, in order to get the extra pay. Toe pay, 
too, was but a circumsiance, when we claims sub- 
sequently made to Congress by volunteers were 
considered. He referred to the large mass of claims 
now before Congress for horses lest in the Florida 
war, and gave a hisiory of the manner in which the 
Government is often imposed upen by men who 
enter the service as mounted volunteers. He ad- 
duced a number ot items illustrating the exirava- 
gance of the charges for @nsporiing volunteers ; 
tor champagne, cider, Cognac bra: idy, Malaga wine, 
claret wine, cigars, cologne, and fire-wood st 
to the Alabama and other voluntee: 

Mr. W. B. CAMPBELL said the 
purchased for the sick. 

Mr. COLES made some remarks 
understood to be for the purpuse 
the correctness of these items. 


Mr. HALSTED then d to the ground 
taken by the gentleman from New York, [{ Mr. Mc- 
Keon,]} that he was in favor of a reduction o! 
army, because, by keeping it at its present number, 
it would render an increased tariff necessary. This 
tariff question, and the views entertaine 
the secret of the opposition made by many mem- 
bers to the army and navy. He (Mr. H.) was un- 
willing to strike a blow at the tariff, through the 
heart of the army. He wished the fF to stand ca 
its own merits, and not jet gentlemen reduce the 
army and navy, and then say, “ We have reduced the 
expenses of the Government. There vill be no ne- 
cessity for a tariff, and we won’), therefore, pretect 
your manufactures.” He thougit it was an un- 
manly way of fighting the tariff and the domestic 
manufactures, to strike at the army and navy. 


Cfficers, 
number of 


The 


“pe yr 
applied 
articic 


were 


uot heard, but 


oi coalfoveriing 
allude 1. 


ine 





Lon ‘it, weie 


He then went into a s‘atement of the increas? of 


the army, according to the bills of each House, in 
1838. He contended that the staff was unneces- 
sarily increased by the bill which then passed, and 
that too many supernumerary officers and engineers 
were then added. There were a number of men 
here in Washington city, with little to do, who 
were drawing cavalry pay, whilst the men who 
were fighting the battles of the country received 
but half. He was unwiiling to make fish of one, 
and flesh of ine other. Yet gentlemen would re- 
dace the rank and file, and leave the staff officers, 
who were oftensupernumerary. ‘Phe country had 
expended about twenty millions of doilars in for- 
tifications; would it not be bad policy to withdraw 
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ab took whe ned he e fort event: 


i , wiak s i 

ed them irom geceing tk decay? 
Gentiemen had compl 

alle wed oflicers in th: 


to have the com 


*y and I 

ned of the dcuble rations 
partment—t!o men consirued 
mand of posts. Te had admitted 


there were abuses; but was unwilling to accuse all 
Officers alike, who received double rations. This 
system of double rations, he maintained, com- 


i 
menced in ihe time of Mr. 
sanctioned DY General Cass 
a report ma i 


f > r : 
oO vepresenta 


Caihoun; had been 


3; and, according to 


distinguished 





too, Was sanct 
Tne system, 
abdusis, and he 
tiemen to reiorm 

The Committ n iN y Aff. had report- 
ed a bill to establish two military posts on Colum- 
bia river, and for the enlistment of 1.500 men 
Why reduce the army, if we had to enlist 1,500 
men to garrison those two pests? The Governme 
too, ha? recently es'ablii:hed a new post in the 
Wrest, (Fort Washita;) garrison which, would 


require 450 men. Fort Avam 
land, which had just been 
men to garrison it. 

Mr. PENDLETON made a 
nature of the bil 
Columbia river. 

President to employ a number of men, not execed- 
ine 1,500, to be at th se 7 


Mr. HALSTED said this was no argument in 


, !00, in Racde Is- 


hnished, ré juired 500 





statement of the 
ishing two military posts on 
SJ hat bill merely 


L estat 


authorized the 


favor of reduction. After some furiher pat 
he concluded 
Mr r. CROSS remarked, he should not have said a 





rle word 
diti mn of the Stat 
sentative. 
Tennes;ee c 


on the subject, but t 
>of which he 
The prope 
onte mp! 


yr the exposed con- 
was — sole Repre- 

on of the gentieman from 
ate 1; a reduction « ee ihe army i 


What it was in 1821; and the question whether the 
necessities of the country would admit of such a 
reduction, was now the subject of consideration. 


Under the act of 1815, the: 


rmy was fixed atsome 





where about its present number; and that orgaa- 

ization continu 1821,when the reduction twok 

place. It would not be necessary for the present 

question h to 70 det; 92 i ad 

bre 0 aD S { i ho ba pyre 

hin in et ¢ vio ol t i f} ha i a 

to ceeupy | nt an » more 

ivy > ahd eli om : he cond pre- 
i } } 

tend to, vel nen had prec nim 

é hi ( } be re in hi I 

n he « {b 1 
> ved 4 the arpre ler 5 

me t l al (nei eno auyve 
alge fand > rm In tia oO! eac to eg id 
either in the Hex tof it. 

Pe ‘ 

All we inat policy, a } n 
so since the c mencement of the Government. 
But, at the same time, it must be remarke > taal \ 
were concern 1inenes y of uda il- 
t f a } } e j yee 
t v “ : t a t 
Govern -——  \ e deter oO 

udtry; th ¢ pi ervat on ¢« he ru 

property rt « at } i Con t 
about Li Qu n—a number, is jud ay 
beyend ¥ ‘ ¢ {G1 e pl es; 

L } ies i 
‘ he \ th) —AVvVOS 
GUCLION 12 i it We ) Lie 
h | canr , ‘ anit eo ' rh¢ o t , 
la een } i Se, ant ma Rombing, to ¢ i 
him that ihe conclusiogs to which he had arrived 
’ .f —) » a ? 5 } 89 1 ‘ * a 
were incorrect; and he had thought that the tink 
and manner of brivging the subject of reduction 
before the Elouse were iudged 1 premature 


We should, said he, before proceeding in this mat- 
ter, have obtained amass of information from the 
War Department, showing how the var juter- 
ests connected with the army would be affected by 
the measure—how in the best way to apply the re- 
duction=eand on what branches of he establish- 
ment a saving could besi be effected. 

Without this informa he thought 
not with safety legistat He was 
that the reduction proposed was called for by tk 

people of n ke Union. Where, he 
asked, dic me from? He 
public prints; on the 


far as he had seen, 


OUS 


they conld 


not satisfied 
any port 
ie n } ‘ 

l the application for it e 


had seen nothing of it 
contrary, tt 


tho 
Ath ths 


ney generally, so 


| 


if 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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opposed the measure. If econamy was the prin- 
cipal object iu view, thongh he was as desirous of 
consulling il as any member on that floor, he did 
not think the reduction in the manner proposed 
would attain tha: end. The reduction was pro- 
posed as to the rank and file of the army only. 
Now, he would preaes applying it to the double 
rations, to brevet rank, to allowances for trans- 
portation, and to the staff of the army; all of which 
might be judiciously reduced, without impairing 





ne NE 





the efficiency cf ihe army. 

He did not believe iit to be necessary to make 
very am} le preparal ONS [Or War in time of peace, 
so far as the army wasconerrmed. The best way of 
preparing forthe ec ILE TiC yar, in his opinion, 
was io make selections for suitable points for the 

rec‘ion« rified posts, and to provide a sufficiency 

of th yunitions of war Then there were other 

methods by which prepsrations for war could be 
t } 





e. He woeld reduce expenditures; 


cut down unnecessary offices; and, above 
all, woald encourage honest labor and agricaltural 
employments, The laborious part of the popula- 


tion of the e 
time of war, as well 


stituted our surest defence in 
as the most valuable contrib- 


utors to nalonal wealth in time of peace. Mr. C. 
then adverted to the amecunt of military force ne. 


sary fo of the country on the At- 


the protection 


lantic and Western borders, and for the preserva- 
tion of the fortifications and military pos's, with 
the munilions war in them; showing the exten- 

ve line of seacoast on the Golf and the Atlantic, 
and the lone itne of Indian border. The conclue 
sion he came to was, that it would require 
a for ‘ from four to five thousand for 
the protection of the public property alone ; 
and then, afier referring to the number of Indians 
that had been located on the borders Missouri 


and Arkansas, he went on to show that, from the 
of the Government, both as re- 


FALCONS 








garded the jrontiers, and the preservation of 
peace among the Indian tribes, which the Govern- 
ment was bound by treaty stipulations to do, the 
army could not fety be reduced below its 
t number. her argument against 

reduc n, fir. C. referred to the intand trade 
which was growing up between the United States 
nda pe »of Mexico. ‘Phis ade was becom- 
ore { more valuable every day, and must 
abandoned, unless the mililary posts on the bore 
rs, which have beenestablished for its protection, 

: eptup. All things ‘eonsidered, be could not 
( - to { conc yn than that it would be 
u and i riLe te e any reduction in our 
mititary establishivent. Ele bad himeelf 

avjec view in opposing the reduction. He 

bad no et ) accomplish, beyoud enabling the 
Govert it to fulfil its obligations to our own cit- 


zens and to the Indian tribes. He knew not, and 


cared not, how it might affect another great meas- 
ure to be br it up this session, nor how it might 
affect this or that Administration, or this or that 
: he ¢ 1 for were its effects en the inier- 
esis of ( bry 

Mr. FILLMORE rose to appeal to the commit- 
tee, to Know if the qn » could not be taken on 
t | amendime: It was evident those elo- 
que peers vere not listened to oy he House— 
bat ¢ the fer'y members who had remain- 
ed in ihe House-—(Cries of 45—46)—well consid: 
ered, and abie, and worthy of the House and of 
the country, as they were. As the time was now 
limited, he hoped the commitice would consent to 
take the vote ai once. 


Mr.G pininirt had 


and ne 


some observat ons to make, 
cught he cou'd make them while the ab- 
s were being cailedin He then pro- 
ceeded with his remarks, and, after observing that 
a pending proposition was to reduce the army to its 
standard in 1821, he said that the country in 1821 


sent membei 


was nol prepare {1 .o reduce the army tosolowa 
basis as it was now. ‘hen, the frontiers were 
perilied by the proximity of Indian tribes; but 
ince that period, great pregress had been made in 

ir civilizatie iey ha turn:d their attention 





agriculture and 
ne frontie: Is 


irom savage pul 
neace, and were now 

He proceeded the 
on the seaboard 


the arts of 


best protection. 
show that tie fortifications 
were useless, and the expense in- 


n vo 
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curred in manning them was usele extray 


unless it was to keep upa warlike spirit. N 
was an army required for the war in Florida, int 
whose cause and history he entered at much length 
He next tock issue with the gentleman m Mas- 
sachusetts, (Mr. Cwesuina,] who had said that this 
nation has a f n with Great Britain ona 
point of honor, arising out ¢ e Creole case. In 
the first place, he laid wn the pesition tha 
with that case the iree States of the Feder- 
al Union had nothing 1 tever to do; and then 
he enter lars } ' Ca . al | viewed) 
it, as he said, a . Hem ea yn 
to himself, in « xion 1 1 th eion of the 
House ) min reiere 4 that case Al 
ter pr 

Mr. J. @. FLOYD « f r 
vane 

The ca i Al! ay { \ \ c ur to i 3 if 
opinion that tt entlems mm ( Wa 1 
order. 

Mr. ANDi M an [ un’er- 
stand you iy that he has been in order tor the 
last quat tou 

Mr. STANLY said the gentleman could not ex- 
tend his of jection to what ha Lt n alu for ihe 
last quatier of an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN was understcod to reply to 
the gent! man {rom Kentnecky, that he did n 
deem the gentieman from O out of order. 

Mr. ANDREWS appealed from that decision. 

Mr. GAMBLE asked to e excused irom voe 
ting on the anpea!l, and he briefly stated his rea- 
sons. He said he was of opinion that the gentle 
man from Ob vad been in order ail the time; for 
he had come here determined eliver a speech 
on the subject of abolition—he had come here fully 


charged with the sut tj and they could not stop 
him. He therejore a:ked to be exca 
ling. 

Some proceedings were had on the appeal; but, 
before any d Nn Was arriy : 

Mr. ANDREWS, rather than 
committee, wilhdrew peal. 

Mr. GIDDINGS resumed his argument, to show 
that with the Creole e this Gove 
ni thing to do. He continued for some 
at lengin 

Mr. ANDREWS agai: and Ci l the gen- 


tlem 


i ~ 
ed from vo- 





rmment 


nioo 


The CHAIRMAN said he though c : 
man was proc nz in orce 

Mr. ANDREWS, (with a peeuliarity manne! 
which convulsed the Llouse with laughter,) On, you 
do, do yeu! F 

Mr. GIDDINGS again resumed his constitu- 
tional argument, to show the ver of this Govern- 
ment over the Cr e case 

Mr. BLACK calied tim order. And that ob- 
jection ¢ os d of — 

Mr. GIDDINGS 0 his ar nt; and, 
afier some further obser , he he would 
give his a'gem i vn he 1 out b 
speech ! ry 

The commit en | nd re; | prog: 
Tes 

T eSPEAKI . i i { callo [ n 
the Secreia i W ‘ a re ition « 
the House as} t rmation in relation to th 
frauds alle o have been committed upon the 
Cherokee tribe {I pat 

Mr. COOPER of Penn<ylvania, a‘ter a few re- 
marks, moved that the communication ba referred 


to the Committee on Indian Affair 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON suggesied that the report 
be laid over until t \OrTOW 

After some remarks from Messrs. COOPER and 
CAVE JOLINSON, the motion was adopted ; and 

The House adjourned. 


\ sAT ATR 
IN SE vib it. 


from 27 


i 
citizens of Kent and I counties, in the State 


of Michigan, praying the establishment of a maul- 
route from Grand Rapids to Middleville, by way 
of Lake Alone; which was referred to the Com 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial fro n 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





t { n i c \ Ni i 
York, lich the “Your hum i n- 
f be re t } a s I tang he jf I- 
mary cause of he yall « present pecuniary 
mbarrassnients: mo Carce, WaT7e and 

1: little to be had at that Ine remedy is at 

al i@S In you power On: } no ocal 
Qn € R re 1 cr : Ma: ] 

éhein 

On? n M SMITH. a on the f ; 

rie f rez . 2,iIng tha 

‘ ( 1) ' } 1 th 

i 
9 } ) r > taken 

‘ rom. 2 i 
T t 

tr LINN binn 

I 
i 
: \ ~ 
: 
i 
I 
i Sta 
i 
; 
‘ i 
te 
i WN ia 
I ) “ 

M Co TRAD n the som! tee on Po e 
L ’ ported a i to artinerz 1 acjusimel 
of the claim ihe mui pality No. Lot the ei 
{ New Orles t i Within said muni- 
cipality 1 ne } capa f ibe United 
Siates; which was read, and or 1 to econd 
reading 

ir. EVAN rthe ¢ mittee on Fin 
y ' V m R . 
5 i I ai J W.S§ Db, Wh ' 

i { ' y ov 

Mr. BAYA thre ¢ ythe D 
trict of ( l ac e t S 
{ } ie! of | 

An act to | G itn Benev nt 
Society of the city of Washington; without amend- 
met 

An ect to in c rthe } ction of 
t vale pro n the y « h- 
ngion, and for other sess with ameud- 

Anact to} y { t : ] ] 

Ana lam] 
1n W i {' ; vi < i { 

‘ , i y District of 
{ t ( > Na al I 
( > Prom f { ! Iment 

Anacttoame! i relaticog to the Pen - 
tis he District « ( io wut am - 
met 

An actin relation to marriages in the District of 
Columbia; without amendment 

A ct to extend the ja 1 of t pora- 
tion of Greerzeto na Pnamer 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Commitee on 
Priva and Ci; to which had been referred 
House | to confirm the her nd legal rep- 
esen es of John Brown, dec 1, In their title 
to a tract of d, reported he ne back without 
amend it; and reported beck, with en amenc- 
ment, House bill enti An act ) e relief of 
Joha Pratt or his legal representative.” 

Mr. WiLLIAMS, from the Committes on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bul for the relief of the le 
eal representative Henry Ecktord, deceased; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading 

‘ 


soOmmittee on the Li- 
been referred ihe bill to pro- 


Mr. PRESTON, 
brary, to which had 


from the ¢ 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 














vide for publishing an account of the discoveries 
made by the Exploring Expedition, under the com. 
mand of Lieut. Wilkes of the United States navy, 
reported the same back without amendment, 

Mr. WALKER hoped the Senate would indulge 
him by taking up and disposing of the bill, which 
was laid aside on the tion of the Senator 
from Alabama [WVir. Kina] a day or two ago. It 
was a | niitied “An act to an act to 
carry into effect the ¢ Siates of 


sugees 


amend 


mpact win the 





Alaba a Mississippi, relative to the five per 
cent. fut he seh reservations.” 

Mr. LANAN hoped the bill would be per 
nived to lay on the table, and that the Srnate 
( proceed to the consideration of the 
“} 

Mr. KUN red that the bill should be taken 

up. It ce 

Mr. BU iA ‘he must, nnder the cir- 
cun : cave the Senaie to decide, 

Phe q S on the motion of Mr. 
Wak: a 10. 

And the Senaie iwok up, as in commiitee of the 
whole, the li. 

Mr BUCHANAN dhe did not lik= to take 
up the time « } nate, but he considered this a 
very important bill. He understood that it gave 
to the State of Mississippi the privilege not only of 

iecting ubject lo private entry, but to go 
over the whole State to make its selections, 

Mes KIN nd WALKER explained, and 

dvyccated > bil Ihe latter Senator contended 
that itt bill was not passed in the present form, 
it wou equivalent to depriving the State of 
Missi vi Of he ont 


> under the Choctaw treaty, 
> was deprived of lands as valuable as 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he wouk 
sored the bill to 
were not for the fact of his anxiety to see the ap- 
portionmeat bil! disposed of to-day. The principle 
of the bill giving the right to select any lands, was 
a novel thing in legislation, and he believed it 
hould not pass. He would aot oppose its en- 


call npon the 
explain, if it 





giossment now, but woal| examine the bill by 
Monda next 
Mr. KING irusted Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia wouid examine it, as he had no doubt his im- 
presi uld be corrected, 
The ing no pl sition to amend the bill, i 
We porled to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
gin d tor a third reading. 
On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the fenate 
I ded to ¢ r,as in commitiee of the whole, 
TRE APPORTIONMENT BILL. 
The quesiion | ng, when the Senate adjourned 
n ve ay, the molion of Mr. Wriacnat to 
amend the fo ng tion of the bill: 
S > 4 ), That in every case when 
State iser amo io Represeutative, the number 
ich ea ‘ i enu t under this apportionment 
i ’ i mi} 1 Of CAnUEuOUS territory, 
r of Representatives to which 
~ me district ing more than 


Mr. Wricut had moved to strike from the above 
electing more 


than one Representative,” and to insert the words 


ton the words ‘no one district 


‘Sas far a be done in conformity with the 
: hed election sysiems of the States; but no 
ate shall, by virtue of the provisions of this sec- 
on, consider it-elf called upoa to divide counties, 
or other election distrets, tor the purpose of fur- 


nishing sit 


Mr. MOREGEAD observed, 


that he would de- 


sire the atlention of ihe Senate for a few moments 
luis morning; for, be trusted, that a very short 
time would suffice to enable him to submit his 
opinions on the subject under consideration. His 
object was conined to that of submitting his views 
with regard to tw) or three of the main difficulties 


which it i: conceived grow out of the questions of 


constituticnality and expediency. 
In treating of these supposed difficulties, he did 
not feei that it Was at ail necessary to go back into 


a misute history of the causes which led to the 
adoption of the 

this country. 
3 


directly, and at once, 


in the bill now 


form of government which now 
He wou'd therefore come 
particular provision 
before the Senate, 


exis’S 1n 
to the 
which is the sub- 





if 


th 
SiC 





